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Cases macea this Week. 


Gladwin’s Trusts, Re 

Malcolm v. Lockhart (Surveyor of Taxes) 

Marshall v. Clayton & Shuttleworth (Limited) 

Pignataro v. Gilroy & Son ; 

Thomson and Another v. Master and Fellows of St 
Catharine's Collewe Cambridge, and Cross-Appeals 


Current Topics. 


A Solicitors’ War Memorial. 

THE MEETING of the Law Society on Friday, 31st January, 
was in several wavs of exce ptional interest, but the first place 
must be given to the proy osal of the President for the estab- 
lishment of a war saeninial to solicitors and their articled 
lerks, which was carried unanimously. The details of the 
proposal, and also the sympathetic and weighty words in which 
Mr. Pinsent moved it, we report in full on another 
page, and we need not repeat the details here. In 
these pages we have ittem pted from time to time to 
give expression to the feelings of the profession towards 
those who have suffered in the war—admiration and gratitude 
towards those who have fallen, and, in addition, sympathy 
with those who have returned under the burden of 
physical incapacity It is, says Mr. Pinsent, not a charity 
that it is proposed to dispense. It is the discharge—and it 
can only be an inadequate one—of a debt of gratitude. The 
appeal as regards the relief part of the memorial is for a fund 
of at least £100,000, of which, ‘t appgars, some members of 
the Council and a few others have already promised over 
£10,000 a 


The Question of Fusion. 

THE QUESTION of fusion which hasbeen awaiting serious dis- 
cussion a good many years was directly raised at the meeting 
of the Law Society by the resolution moved by Mr. H. P. 
GISBORNE and seconded by Mr. Ricnarp Kreg, ‘‘ That it is 
in the public interest as a measure of reconstruction that there 
should be a complete fusion between the two branches of the 
legal profession.’”’ An amendment was moved by Mr. J. C. 
Dopp substituting for fusion an equal right of audience for 
barristers and solicitors in all courts, but this was negatived ; 
and so, too, was another amendment, moved by Mr. Bett, to 
the effect that the Council should approach the Bar Council 
with a view to joint consideration of the matter. The original 
motion was carried by 95 to 25, whereupon a poll was asked 
for, and this is to be taken so that the result will be received 
by a meeting to be held on the 28th inst. There is, of course, 
a good deal to be said on theoretical grounds in favour of the 
abolition of the distinction between the two branches of the 
profession, and that a unified profession works successfully in 
practice appears from the example of the United States and 
the Colonies. This, however, by no means disposes of the 
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matter, and it only requires knowledge of the actual conduct 
of court work, as divided between counsel and solicitors, and 
of the actual conduct of conveyancing and advising work, as 
similarly divided, to realize that the existing practice has great 
advantages. One reason, no.doubt, why it has been accepted 
as a good working system is that the bar is collected in populous 
areas— mainly in London—while solicitors are scattered over 
the country. 


The Peace Conference and the German Colonies. 

WE COMMENCE on another page a summary of the proceedings 
of the Peace Conference. We have not, space this week to 
bring it further than the opening meeting of 18th January 
and the general rules of procedure. We noticed last week the 
League of Nations resolution which was passed at the plenary 
meeting of 25th January, and the principles on which practical 
effect is to be given to it are now being elaborated by the com- 
mittee charged with that task. Since that date, it appears, the 
negotiations have been chiefly concerned with the question of 
the German Colonies, and in particular with the practicability 
of applying to them and to other areas requiring protection 
the principle of the mandate—that is, entrusting the manage- 
ment of them to particular Powers who will be responsible to 
the League of Nations. It was announced on 30th January 
that ‘‘ satisfactory provisional arrangements had been reached 
for dealing with the German Colonies and the Occupied Terri- 
tory in Turkey in Asia,’’ and it appears to be understood that, 
so far as the Colonies are concerned, the mandatory principle 
is to be applied. 


The Mandatory Principle. 

THE MANDATORY principle is, so far as we are aware, new to 
International Law, and indeed in its nature it must be; for 
it depends on a mandator or principal, and “ X,’’ in an 
interesting letter to the Times (4th inst.), points out that at 
present there is no mandator in existence. A mandate, he 
says, implies at least three essentials: a mandator or principal ; 
a mandate defining the extent of authority ; a definite manda- 
tory. And the first two essentials, he says, do not exist. The 
League has yet to be formed. No doubt that is so, but we 
gather that the impression at the Conference is that such an 
objection is met by the fact that the establishment of the 
League has been made the first point in the Conference pro- 
gramme. ‘‘ Nobody,’’ say the Times Political Correspondents 
at’ Paris under date 30th January, ‘‘ now doubts that the 
League is destined to come into effective being—nobody, that 
is to say, who tries to get the proceedings at Paris in true 
perspective ’’; and, indeed, the formation of the mandatory 
theory is a confirmation of the reality of the League. From 
the same source, under date 4th February, we quote :— 

The formulation and acceptance of the principle of mandates for 
the former German ¢olonies, which have given an aspect of much 
needed reality to the League, have been primarily due to the bold 
common sense of Mr. Wilson and to the readiness of the Imperia) 
Government and the Governments of the Dominions to accept in 
the general interest a scheme which appeared at first sight to 
abridge hard-won rights. 

Theoretically this objection of ‘‘ X’’ is sound. Practically, it 
may be hoped, events will dispose of it. Further objections 
which he raises relate to the position of the mandatory State. 
Who is going to enforce the mandate if there is neglect or mis- 
conduct in carrying it out? Who is going to indemnify such 
State if the mandate involves loss? These, no doubt, are ques- 
tions which will have to be faced, and ‘‘ X,’’ who does not 
write in any sense of hostility to the proposal, has very usefully 
called attention to them. 


Presidential and Cabinet Government. 

Ir 1s natural that those interested in constitutional law 
should be examining the relative merits of the system of 
government here and in the United States as they have been 
illustrated by war conditions. Very early in the war it was 
found here that ordinary party distinctions must be in abey- 
ance, and the entry of the United States into the war at once 
raised questions as to the extent of the Presidential powers. 





We attempted to summarize at the time the views of American 
lawyers (62 Soticirors’ JournaL, 51), and the course of events 
since has revealed the enormous powers of the President since 
he has the country substantially—we imagine, overwhelm- 
ingly—with him. It is interesting, therefore, to note the article 
by Prof. Dicey—‘‘ A Comparison between Cabinet Govern- 
ment and Presidential Government ’’—in the Nineteenth Cen- 
tury for January. Starting from Bacgsor’s exposition of 
Cabinet Government, with its revelation of the fact that under 
the English Constitution executive and legislative powers are 
not in fact separate, but are closely seketal and his praise of 
Cabinet Government for its educative effect, and because it 
ensures the presence in the Government of able men, and is 
essentially flexible in its action, Prof. Dicey shews how the 
system is gradually altering under the influence of demoératic 
conditions.-7.¢., the enormous increase in the electorate 
and under the changed feeling as to Government intervention 

the change from /aissez-faire to what is, more or less, social- 
ism. We gather that in Prof. Dicey’s opinion the result has 
been to make the selection of ministers dependent more on 
the approval of sections of the electors than on the approval! of 
Parliament, and to encourage the making of promises which 
cannot be performed; in effect, the deterioration of the 
ministerial standard. 


The Executive Powers of the President of the 
United States. 

In tHe United States, he points out, the separation of the 
executive and legislative functions is much more pronounced, 
and the President has executive functions which are more inde- 
pendent than those which appertain to the Cabinet here. In 
quiet times this is of small moment for, as Vi8count Bryce has 
observed, the President’s position is similar to that of the 
chairman of a commercial company or the manager of a rail- 
way. ‘‘ Firmness, common sense, and most of all honesty, an 
honesty above all suspicion of personal interest, are the 
qualities which the country chiefly needs in its chief magistrate.’’ 
(The American Commonwealth, I., 81.) But in times of war, 
whether civil, as when LincoLn was President, or foreign, as 
at present, the executive—provided it can overcome any 
obstacles which Congress places in the way—attains to almost 
despotic power. Hence there was Lincoin’s assumption of 
power to issue his Emancipation Proclamations. Hence there 
has been President W1Lson’s power to enter the war at his 
own time, and having entered, to embark in it the whole powers 
of the United States. The pressure of war conditions has 
similarly intensified executive power in England, but not, 
in the opinion of competent observers, to this extent. ‘‘ It is 
perfectly clear,’’ says Prof. Dicey, ‘‘ that President WiLson 
has possessed since the beginning of the war with Germany 
a firmer and greater authority than has fallen at any time to 
any English Prime Minister.”’ This*is only an outline of 
Prof. Dicky’s argument. To appreciate it fully requires a 
careful study of his article. 


An American View of the President’s Powers. 

IN conNECTION with Prof. Dicey’s articles it is useful to 
refer to the discussion on the Presidential powers in the current 
Quarterly Review by Prof. Linpsay Rocers of the University 
of Virginia. The article which bears the title ‘‘ Presidential 
Dictatorship in the United States,’’’ is founded largely on 
President Witson’s own works, including ‘* Congressional 
Government: A Study in American Politics *’ (1885), and 
‘« Constitutional Government in the United States ’’ (1908). 
The writer begins with a reference to the alterations which 
the war has made here. ‘‘ The changed character of the 
British Cabinet, both in composition and responsibility, the 
decreased importance of Parliament, the influence of the press, 
the separation of executive and legislative authority to the 
extent that the Prime Minister does not lead the Commons, 
the extension of the suffrage, and the institution of an Imperial 
War Cabinet these were transformations which could 
take place only in a governmental system as flexible as that of 
England.’’ The design of the framers of the American Con- 
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stitution, says Prof. Rocers, was to parcel out authority and 
to cteate a system of checks and balances so that no one branch 
of the Government should become too powerful. But Mr. 
Witson, while still a professor, commented :—‘‘ Division of 
authority and concealment of responsibility are calculated 
to subject the Government to a very distressing paralysis in 
moments of emergency.’’ This has been averted by the fact 
that the most important development of the American Con- 
stitution has been the greatly increased authority of the Chief 
Executive. ‘‘ Jackson, Lincoitn and Roostvett,’’ says Prof. 
Rocers, “‘ all dominated Congress in various ways; but under 
Mr. Wison the tendency has been much more pronounced, 
largely because he has been an avowed advocate of the Presi- 
dent’s assuming the functions of a Prime Minister.’’ He has 
set himself against the parcelling out of power and division of 
responsibility—particularly, we gather, among Congressional 
Committees—and has claimed that the President has the only 
national voice in affairs. ‘‘ Let him once,’’ he says in ‘‘ Consti 
tutional Government in the United States,’’ ‘‘ win the admira- 
tion and confidence of the country, and no other single force 
can withstand him, no combination of forces will easily over 
power him. If he rightly interpret the national 
thought and boldly insist upon it he is irresistible; and the 
country never feels the zest of action so much as when its 
President is of such insight and calibre. Its instinct is for 
unified action, and it craves a single leader.’’ The present 
war has given President Witson a wonderful opportunity of 
illustrating his own principle and proving its truth, and Prof. 
Rocers points out in detail how he has availed himself of his 
position to unify and direct the power of the United States, 
and how he has overcome, in dealing with Congress, the diffi 
culties in his way. Theoretically, he ascribes to him no 
authority more extensive than that enjoyed by the English 
Cabinet. But in practice he finds a fundamental difference. 
In his own italics, ‘‘7n England the possessor of power can be 
held responsible; in the United States he cannot.’’ In spite 
of the rigidity of a written Constitution, the war has produced 
“‘ an increase in executive authority which makes the President 
of the United States the most powerful ruler in the world ”’ ; 
and Prof. Rocrrs concludes: ‘‘ Public opinion now sanctions 
presidential dictatorship in the United States; and that, as I 
have said, makes the fact not the less true, but simply the less 
alarming.’’ 


The Existence of Prior Means of Public 
Knowledge as Invalidating a Patent. 

Wuenre Aw article manufactured according to a particular 
prescription is sold to members of the public who could by 
analysis have ascertained the composition, a patent subsequently 
taken out for the prescription is null and void, because the 
invention for which the patent is granted is a matter of public 
knowledge. Such was the decision of the House of Lords in 
the recent case of the Patent of the Stahlwerk Becker 
Actiengesellschaft (36 Rep. Pat. Cas. 13). There a patent was 
taken out in 1912 for manufacturing high-speed tool steel by 
the addition of cobalt to the known compositions previously 
employed in the production of such steel. A petition for the 
revocation of the patent was presented by a Sheffield firm who 
proved that, prior to the date of the patent, high-speed tool 
steel containing cobalt had been manufactured and sold, 
though not in large quantities, and it was not disputed that the | 
composition of this steel cquld easily have been ascertained by 
analysis. It was contended before the House of Lords that 
the mere fact that the composition of the steel could have been 
ascertained by analysis was not enough to make it a matter o! 
public knowledge, but that it was necessary to prove that the 
composition had been in fact ascertained by analysis, or, at 
any rate, that the circumstances ought to show a probability 
that such an analysis had been made; but both these conten- | 
tions were rejected. The decision of the House of Lords was 
as stated above and the patent was revoked. The principle, 
then, is that not only does actual public knowledge of an 
invention invalidate a subsequent patent, but the existence 





of means of such knowledge by the public has the same effect, 
whether any member of the public has availed himself of such 
means or not. This is further illustrated by the case of an 
invention being described in a book which is accessible to the 
public. The description is a matter of public knowledge 
whether anyone has read the book or not. 

‘ 

The Fort of False Imprisonment. 

Tue case of Ferrier v. Crichton (Times, 31st January) is an 
instructive example of the difficulties which beset the private 
citizen who uses the machinery of the Criminal Law as a means 
of avenging his wrongs. Here the defendant had been de- 
frauded by a man who gave him a worthless cheque. He saw 
in a hotel a man whom he identified (mistakenly) as the mis- 
demeanant, and according to the police evidence instructed two 
detectives to arrest him and convey him to Vine Street Police 
Station. In due course there followed an action for the 
trespass of false imprisonment. Unlike ‘‘ malice prosecution,’’ 
where proof of malice is necessary, the tort of ‘‘ false imprison- 
ment '’ is committed whenever an arrest unauthorized by law 
takes place, however bona fide or reasonable the mistake which 
induced it: the reason is that here there is a trespass to the 
person of the plaintiff, and, in trespass, intention is immaterial 

it is a tort of ‘‘ mere infringement,’’ as distinct from one 
based on malice (express or implied), or negligence. Now the 
victim of a crime is justified by law in giving information to 
the police and in taking the steps necessary to institute a prose- 
cution ; but he must not actually instruct the police to arrest 
in the absence of a warrant. If he does, his action is not that 
of a prosecutor, but that of a principal who has authorized his 
agent to imprison the defendant; and he must then justify 
the imprisonment. He can only do this either (1) by showing 
a statutory authority to arrest for the supposed offence; or (2) 
failing such authority, by showing that the crime was a felony, 
and that there was reasonable suspicion ; or (3) failing proof 
that the offence amounted to felony, he must prove the guilt of 
the defendant. Here the offence—obtaining money by false 
pretences—is a mere misdemeanour, nor is there any statutory 
right to arrest for it. The result is that a bona fide mistake 
does not excuse the defendant, and he is liable in damages. 
This is so, even although the police have themselves a right to 
arrest, in the case of migdemeanour, where reasonable suspicion 
exists—a right not sient by the public at large. The 
moral is that in all such cases the aggrieved citizen must be 
careful either (1) to stop short after giving information to the 
police and say ‘‘I leave it to you to take the responsibility of 
deciding how you ought to act in this case,’’ or else (2) swear- 
ing an information and obtaining a warrant for arrest from 
a magistrate. 


. 
Meaning of *“‘ Costs” in Insurance Policy. 

AN ACTION was recently brought on a re-insurance policy in 
the King’s Bench Division, which is of some interest in its 
incidental circumstances, and as turning on the meaning of 
“‘ costs ’’ in such a policy: British General Insurance Co. v. 
Mountain (Times, 31st January). The plaintiffs had issued a 
policy to a Scottish tramway company, indemnifying the com- 
pany against sums which the company should become liable 
to pay for compensation and litigation, by reason of injury 
through accident to any person caused by the company’s tram- 
way cars. The liability under this policy for sums above £250 
the plaintiffs re-insured with the defendant and other under- 
writers, and one of the conditions of the re-insurance policy 
was that, in the event of a claim being made against the 
plaintiffs that was likely to exceed £250, no costs were to be 
incurred without the consent of the defendant and the other 
underwriters An accident did occur on the tramway by 
collision between a tramcar and a cart, and the driver of the 
cart died as a result of the accident. Daughters of the driver 
claimed £750 and £1,000 from the tramway company, and 
actions were brought by them in the Scottish courts against 
the tramway company. The plaintiffs were at once informed 
of these claims and actions, and authorized the tramway com- 
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pany to resist the claims and defend the actions. The plaintiffs 
did not. however, give notice to the underwriters of the 
claims until the litigation had been carried on for about twelve 
months, and considerable costs had been in urred on both 
sides. Eventually the daughters of the de eased man (the 


pursuers in the Scott h action®) were successful in getting 
judgment agai t tn iefender (the tramway company ) tor 
£200 damag¢ ind costs of the action The costs of the put 
. > } inte o £759 nd the 
suers and the defenders’ own costs amounted to 2ivz, a 
plaintiffs ubsequently paid the tram ompany the sum of 
£952 the total in int ot th damaue und costs of the lit: 


" ‘ orht a7 . ! a ty 
vation. The present action was brought by the plaintiffs to 


recover £708 as due under the re-insurance policy The 
damages being under £250, the defendant would only be liable 
for anything if he was not liable for the costs of the litigation 
The defence was that the costs had been incurred without notice 
to or consent by the defendant. The plaintiffs’ contentior 
was that the costs referred to in the re-insurance policy meant 
only costs incurred by the plaintiffs in defending a claim or 
action, and not costs awarded to a successful claimant Mi 
Justice Bray held that both sets of c were meant, and that 
as costs had been incurred without the defendant's consent, he 
was not liable to pay any « laim made up of costs The damage 
being only £200, the defendant was not liable for any part ol 
that sum by the term The defendant therefore 


escaped all liability and judgment was given in his favour. 


ot the policy 


Trustees and Bonuses on Shares in 
Companies. 

A ‘‘ponus’’ on shares in a company is usually defined as an 

‘extraordinary dividend, 

on shares which they hold under a will or settlement, giving 

lor ilie and the ( apital to remaindermen, 


and when trustees receive a bonus 


the income to tenan 
they are olten pla ed in a diflicuit situation in determining 
whether the amount received is to be considered as income, and 
so belonging to the tenant for lie, ac capital, and so to be 
added to the corpus of the invested fund for the ultimate 
Lord HerscHect thought this 
: Bouch v. Sproule 


benefit of the remaindermen 

a question of very considerable difficulty 
(1887/7, 12 A. C. 385, 592). The difficulty is chietiy caused by 
two circumetances—that the vonus is usually (perhaps one 
should say, almost invariably) paid out of accumulated profits, 
and that it sometimes is in the form of shares (in the dis 


tributing or some other company) Now, prima facie profits 
on shares belong to the person entitled to the ‘‘ income ’”’ from 
the investment represented by the shares, and primd facié 
capital ’’ constituting the corpus of 
the fund invested it is when circumstances exist which 
change, or appear to change, the prima facie character of profits 
on shares that the ‘‘ question of very considerable difficulty ’° 
arises, 

The question has arisen recently before Sarcant, J., in Re 
Ogilvie (ante, p. 246, 1919, W. N. 32), but the learned Judge 
thought this case The executor and 
trustee of a will asked, by originating summons, for the 
Court’s decision as to whether certain new shares received by 
him from a company, in which the testator was at the time of 
his death a shareholder, were to be retained by him as part of 
the capital residuary estate of the testator, or transferred as 
income to the tenant for life The company had power to 
capitalize any undivided profits held in a reserve fund and 
distribute them as a bonus among the shareholders, and also to 
pay dividends or bonuses by the distribution of shares. The 


shares themselves are 


' @ very simpie one 


: . . sero ef | 
capital of the company was increased by the creation of 558,594 


£1 shares At the same time, ‘‘for the purpose < f 
capitalizing ”’ the sum of £558,594 (part of undivided profits 
in a reserve fund), ‘‘ a dividend of 6s. 8d.’’ a share was de- 
clared, and this ‘‘ dividend ’’ was satisfied by the allocation of 
the new shares to the shareholders according to their holdings, 
so as to exactly absorb the £558,594. The new shares re- 








ee 
ceived by the executor and trustee, and ae to which the Court’s 
decision was asked, were part of this ‘‘ dividend ”’ thus paid in 
shares. Sarcant, J., held that the shares must be retained 
by the executor and trustee as capital of the testator’s estate, 
and not transferred to the tenant for life as income. Notwith- 
standing the use of the word “‘ dividend,’’ the distribution was 
held to be one of capital, and Bouch v. Sproule (1887, 12 A.C. 
385), We (1893, 3 Ch. 337), and Re Malam 
(1894, 3 Ch. 578) were the authorities relied on. 

‘The rule laid down in Bouch v. Sproale, and always referred 
to in cases of this kind, is this: ‘‘ When a testator or settlor 
directs or permits the subject of his disposition to remain as 
shares or stocks in a company which has the power either of 
distributing its profits as dividends or of converting them into 
capital, and the company validly exercises this power, such 
exercise of the power is binding on all persons interested under 
the testator or settlor in the shares, and consequently what is 
paid by the company as dividend goes to the tenant for life, 
ind what is paid by the company to the shareholder as capital, 
or appropriated as an increase of the capital stock in the con- 
cern, enures to the benefit of all who are interested in the 
apita Subsequent cases have made it clear that the mere 
fact that shares and not cash are distributed will not neces- 
sarily prevent the distribution being by way of dividend and 
going to the tenant for life as income, nor will the use of the 
words ‘‘dividend’’ or ‘‘ bonus’’ prevent the distribution 
being one of capital, and so forming part of the corpus of the 
invested fund. For the present purpose two points about the 
rule laia down in Bouch v. Sproule must be noted: it concerns 
cases where the continued investment of the trust fund in the 
company’s shares is the act of the testator or settlor; and this 
being so, it is left to the uncontrolled discretion of the company 
to say whether the distribution is by way of dividend and 
income, or is a distribution of capital enuring for the ‘benefit 
of remaindermen. And it is further to be notaced that the 
rule has no concern with, ur application to, any case in which a 
testator or settlor may have chosen to make specific dispositions 
of the shares or their profits, or to define ‘‘income’’ and 
‘capital’’ in some special way. 

[nis being the scope of the rule laid down in Bouch v. 
Sproule, it might be thought that a case where the bonus or 
extraordinary dividend or distribution was exceptionally large, 
and quite beyond what a tenant for life could reasonably regard 
as an annual instalment of income from the investment, might 
be treated as an exception to and outside the general rule. 
The case of Re Thomas (1916, 2 Ch. 331) seems to show 
that this is not so. In that case (which was decided by 
Sarcant, J., and affirmed by the Court of Appeal) a very 
large reserve fund, apparently nearly equal to the nominal 
value gf the shares, was distributed under extremely complex 
arrangements among shareholders. Notwithstanding the 
large amount of the sum distributed, consisting of shares and 
cash, it was held to be a distribution of the reserve fund as 
undivided profits by way of dividend, and not by way of re- 
duction of capital. Consequently, the tenant for life received 
as income the amount paid to certain trustees who were share- 
holders and held the shares for tenant for life and remainder- 
men. Thus, in applying Bouch v. Sproule to any particulas 
case, the only question would seem to be: Have the undivided 
profits been capitalized, or is the payment and distribution by 
way of dividend ? 

The difficulties raised by such circumstances as those in 
Re Thomas, where a very large distribution of undivided 
profits was made, are well illustrated by some cases in Austra- 
lia, which, arising as they do under Companies Acts that are 
substantially identical with the English Companies Acts, wil! 
probably sooner or later come under the notice of the English 
Courts or the Privy Council. Two of these cases—Knowles v. 
ballarat Trustees Co. (1916, 22 Commonw. L. R. 212) and 
Fisher v. Fisher (1917, 23 Commonw. L. R. 337)—seem hardly 
consistent with Re Thomas, however satisfactory from the 
point of view of abstract justice they may be. 

In the first of these cases (Knowles v. Ballarat Trustees 
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the right to work tramways. This lease was the company’s 
principal property, and was near the end of ite term. The 
company had accumulated a large reserve out of profits, and 
shortiy before the lease came to an end distributed the amount 
of this reserve among the shareholders. Each shareholder re- 
ceived a sum thus described: ‘‘ Dividend of 6d. per share; 
bonus of 6d. per share; distribution of assets, 10s. per share 
‘the shareholders in the present case being trustees of a will, 
and hoiding the shares in trust for tenant for life and remain- 
dermen, on the question being raised as to whether the suin 
constituted by the ‘‘ 10s. per share’’ was to be treated as 
capital or income, it was held by the High Court of Australia 
(by a majority of four to one) that this sum must be treated as 
capital and retained by the trustees as part of the corpus of 
the testator’s estate. The decision seems to be based on the 
view that the ‘‘ assets’’ distributed really formed part of the 
company’s capital, though never formaliy made so, and also 
that the testator could not have intended the tenant for life 
to receive such a large sum as ‘‘income.’’ The dissenting 
judge (Isaacs, J.) insisted strongly that the rule laid down 
in Louch v. Sproule required that the “‘ assete’’ thus ‘‘ distri- 
‘buted ” should be paid as income to the tenant for life. 

In Fisher v. Fisher (supra) acompany had accumulated large 
profits equal to the value of its assets outside Australia. A new 
’ company was formed to take over the assets outside Australia, 
the price paid being represented by shares in the new company, 
and these shares were distributed among the shareholders of 
the original company. In the court of first instance these 
shares so distributed were held to be income as between tenant 
for life and remaindermen where the shares had been given 
to trustees. But the High Court of Australia reversed this, 
and held, following Anowles v. Ballarat Trustees Co. 
(supra), that the shares had been distributed as capital, and as 
between tenant for life and remaindermen should be treated 
as corpus of the testator’s estate in the hands of trustees. It 
was said that ‘‘the Australian shareholders received these 
shares merely as an equivalent for their working capital in the 
parent company.’’ ; 

Though not concerned with conflicting rights of tenant for 
life and remaindermen, the case of Re Bridgewater Naviga- 
tion Co. (1891, 2 Ch. 317), as well as Re Thomas 
(supra), seems to be opposed to these Australian cases. In 
that case ordinary shareholders were held entitled, as against 
preference shareholders, to accumulations of ‘‘ undrawn profite 
of the ordinary shareholders,’’ and the principle of Bouch v. 
Sproule was held applicable. 








Laws and Proclamations ot the 


German Provisional Governments. 


By Cuartes Henry Hvuserica, J.U.D., D.C.L., LL.D., of 
the United States Supreme Court Bar; and Ricuarp 
Kune, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, London. 


(Continued from page 243.) 
IV. 


CouncILs oF PEASANTS AND InpUsSTRIAL WorkKERS. 
Further measures in regard to peasants’ councils were recom- 
mended in a manifesto of 23rd November! :— 
Mawytiresto tro Rurat Porvuvation. 


A council of peasants and agricultural labourers is to be elected 
in each independent commune. Estates constituting a district are 
in genefal to be regarded as part of a neighbouring commune. Each 
council shall consist of not less than six persons, and be made up in 
equal parts from the ranks of the independent agriculturists and 

urers principally engaged in agricultural pursuite, and of the 
——— tural rural population. Within the limits of each 
subordinate administrative district, a district (departmental, &c.) 


council of peasants and agricultural labourers is to be formed. 
The manifesto further sets forth that a central agriculturists’ 
and labourers’ council has been formed at B®rlin, and that the 
purposes of the local council are the protection and control of 


1 Official Gazette, 25th November, 1918. 





Ss 
foodstuffs, the maintenance of the agricultural industry and 
the increase of production, the obtaining work for returning 
soldiers and mutual protection of persons and property. The 
elections to the two groups are to be held separately. All 
inhabitants of both sexes who have completed their twentieth 
year are entitled to vote on the basis of universal, equal, secret 
and direct suffrage. 

A proclamation of 23rd November, 1918,? provides for the 
creation of councils within the larger industrial piants to safe- 
guard the political and economic interests of the workmen and 
The elections to these councils in the larger plants 
ure to take place on the basis of one member for each one hun- 
dred employees. In plants employing less than five hundred 
persons, the number of members is to be proportional, but is 
not to exceed five. These councils are to co-operate with the 
trades unions, and may take up negotiations on behalf of the 
employees with the employers The proclamation contains 
interesting statements in reference to the future development 
of industry : 

The socialization of industries can be taken up by the Socialistic 
Government only in a systematic and organic manner after @ con- 


empi yees. 


sideration of all internal and externa! questions. 
In order to prevent unemployment, no dismissals may take place 
until the hours of work have been reduced to four hours. he 


in wages will be taken up by the Bureau for Nom 


emp.oyment, 


decrease 


In carrying out some of the promises held out in the pro- 
clamation of 12th November, 1918, an ordinance of 22nd 
November’ extends the insurance provisions against sickness 
from marks 2,500 to marks 5,000. 


Eicut-Hourn WorK-pay. 

The eight-hour work-day promised in the same proclamation 
is decreed in regulations of 23rd November, 1918.4 These 
regulations apply to all industrial labourers, including 
labourers in mines, state and municipal employees, and persons 
engaged in industries accessory to agriculture. No person 
may be employed for a period exceeding eight hours exclusive 
of rest periods. Where work on the day preceding holidays is 
curtailed, such time may be added to the work period of the 
other days. In industries the nature of which does not permit 
interruption, or where Sunday work is necessary at the present 
time and is in the interest of the public, male labourere over 
sixteen years of age may, once in each three weeks, work 
sixteen hours in succession, but must be given in each three 
weeks period two uninterrupted rest periods of twenty-four 
hours each. Female labourers over sixteen in industries work- 
ing two or more shifts may be employed until 10 p.m, pro- 
vided that after their work they are given an uninterrupted 
rest period of sixteen hours. Violations of the regulation are 
punishable by a fine up to marks 2,000. 

TRANSMISSION OF SECURITIES. 

In order to prevent the transmission of securities to foreign 
countries an ordinance of 21st November provides that 
securities may be sent to foreign countries only through banks. 
The prohibition, however, does hot include currency, bank 
notes, bills of exchange, orders and cheques. Banks may 
transmit on behalf of persons domiciled in foreign countries 
or for companies having their principal place of business in a 
foreign country, securities held for the accounts of such persons 
or sums on deposit to the credit of such persons, whether the 
credit be in domestic or foreign currency. The penalty for 
violation of the ordinance is a fine of not less than marks 100 
nor more than marke 100,000 and confiscation of the securities 
involved. 

AVIATION. 

An ordinance of 26th November® provides that, pending 

the enactment of a law regulating aviation, the Imperial 








2 Official Gazette, 25th November, 1918. 
3 Official Gazette, 25th November, 1918. 
4 Official Gazette, 27th November, 1918 
5 Official Gazette, 25th November, 1918. 
6 Official Gazette, 28th November, 1918. 
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Ministry of the Interior may make regulations regarding the 
same, and provides further for the establishment of an Imperial 
Bureau of Aviation. 

Tue REVOLUTION IN Prussia. 

The development within the several states is similar to that 
of the Central Government. In Prussia the Revolutionary 
Government was established on 10th November, and und-r 
date of 13th November the following manifesto was issued by 
the provisional Government’ 

PROCLAMATION. 


To the Prussian Peop ©: 

Like the German Empire and the other German Federal States, 
Prussia has by the will of the people become a free Dtate. The 
problem to be solved by the new Prussian Government is to trans- 

rm as rapidly as possible the old reactionary Prussian into a fully 


democratic part of a unified Republic of the people. 

Che question as to the future internal arrangements of Prussia 
and its relations to the Empire, to the other States, and to foreign 
countries will be determined by a constitutional assembly, to be 
elected on the basis of equal suffrage for all men and women im 
accordance with the rules of proportional voting 

Until this constitutional assembly is convened a provisional 
Government, having the confidence of the Workmen's and Soldiers’ 
Councils, has assumed control. The provisional Government regards 


its first problem the co-operation with the new Imperial Govern- 
ment in providing for the order and se urity of the country and 
the assurance of a food supply. In carrying out this object it 
requires the good will of the population in general, and particularly 


conscientious co-operation of all officials of the State and of 
self-governing administrative divisions. All officials placing 


emselves at the disposal of the new Government are expressly 

mfirmed in their rights, and are to carry out the duties of their 
om 

Ul the many problems contronting the new free Prussia, now as in 

itul t following deserve special mention :— 

i unrestricted right of assembly of all State employees and 
oth 

Thoroughgoing reform of the salaries and wages situation of 
officials and labourers, including persons on the pension list, and 
vhe gran iw of additioma colmpensath n in view of the increased 


cost of living, until affairs are finally adjusted. 

Development of educational institutions, especially of the common 

schools, and the creation of the wnified schoo! (Einheitschule). 
1) 


Emancipation of the schools from al! Church control. Separation 


of State and Church 


Democratization of all administrative bodies. ‘Abolition of estate 


districts. 

Absolute equal rights of suffrage of both sexes in all governing 
bodies in municipal and rural communities. Like democratic change 
n the district and provincial administrative bodies. 

Construction and development in the quickest possible manner 


all means of transportation, especially railroads and canals 

Modernization and development of industry and agriculture. 
Socialization of su wye industrial and agricultural plants as are 
su ) lor he purpose 


Change in the administration of law and the imposition of punish 
ments in conformity with the spirit of democracy and Socialism. 

Reform of the entire system of taxation on the basis of strict social 
justice. ; 

The new Government begins ite labours in a serious and difficult 
time. The numerous problems confronting it are depressing. The 
uman and economic forces of the country have become exhausted 
» the four years of frightful war. Only by a united action of the 
entire people can destruction be averted. Only by such action can 
repay those who are returning from the battlefield. ‘We cannot 
y t and sacrifice, but we can at least 


pa wm for their suffering 

event a continuance of these sufferings. Only in this manner can 
we banish the spectre of famine now threatemng our wives, our 
children, and our invalids. 

Chat which we all desire—freedom, peace and bread—can only be 


ssured if the economic life in city and country is not impaired 
Therefore, stand together and help the common weal. 
ferlin, 13th November. 1918 

Proclamation 

This was signed for the Prussian Government by H1irscu 
and five others. 

[t is the purpose of the State Government to maintain the 
existing local governments. In a telegram directed by the 
Prussian Government to all Oberpriisidenten and Regierung 
sprasidenten it is stated 


In a number of municipalities the municipal councils and deputa- 


tions have been abolished, and in their place organs of government 
created for carrying through the revolution have assumed contro! 
f affairs 
Or atau 


Such action is contrary to the fundamental decrees of the new 





Official Gazette, 14th November, 1918 


Official Gazette, 14th November, 1918. (Non-official part.) 





ee = aa - _— 
Central Government in the Empire and State. It jeopardizes in the 
highest manner proper continuance of the food supply, the assistance 
of needy families, tthe care of the sick, and other communal affairs. 

It is clear that fundamental changes im the organization of the 
several communal administrations can take place only by a umform 
legislative procedure. In view of the fact that yesterday the Council 
of People’s Commissioners adopted a definite programme for 
elections to public bodies, the existing organization of all munici 
palities and other communal communities nrust remain in force until 
the new programme is carried out. 

A proclamation of the Prussian Government, dated 14th 
November, 1918, makes the following statement as to the pro 
visional constitutional arrangements? : — 

The powers which in accordance with former laws were exercised 
by the Crown and by the Ministry of State are mow vested in the 
Prussian Government, which, in accordance with the proclamation 
of 12th November, 1918, has assumed the control of the State in 
Prussia. f 

The powers of all other central authorities, as well as of provincia! 
and local authorities, remain unaffected. These authorities sha 
hereafter bear titles conforming to the changed conditions. For 
example, Ministry of the Interior; Oberprasident; Regierungs 
prisident; Landrat; Ministry of Justice; Superior State Court ; 
State Court; District Court, &c. : 

The official seals are to be changed accordingly. 

Berlin, 14th November, 1918. 

The Prussian Government. 
Hirsc#, STRoBEL 

On the same date a proclamation was issued! declaring that 

the existing laws and ordinances remain in force :— 
PRocLAMATION. 

Attention is herdby called to the fact that existing Jaws and 
ordinances, except in so far as they are expressly abrogated by the 
(iovernment, remain in force, and must be obeyed by all persons 
So also all persons remain in the undisturbed enjoyment of all rights 
under the said enactments. Therefore, all citizens remain under the 
obligation to pay taxes and fees heretofore imposed. 

Berlin, 14th November, 1918. 

In the name of the Prussian Government, 
Dr. Breicscuemp, Dr. SupoKu. 
| By a decree of 15th November, 1918, the Lower House of 
| Parliament was dissolved and the Upper House abolished" : 
In conformity with the resolutions of the Executive Committee of 
| the ‘\Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Council, it is decreed as follows :— 
The House of Delegates is hereby dissolved. 

The House of Lords is abolished. 

Berlin, 15th November, 1918. 

This was signed for the Prussian Government by Hirscu 
and four others, 

At the same time the Crown domains were taken over by the 
state!? ; — 

All property belonging to the Prussiam Crown fideicommiseum }s 
hereby seized. ag 4 

The admimstration is transferred to the Ministry for Finance. 

Property not belonging to the Crown fideicommissum, and whic! 
is the private property of the King and of the Royal Family, is uct 
affected by this order. 

The provisions in regard to the separation of Church and 
State gave-rise to strong protests, especially in the Rhine pro- 
vinces. Cardinal von Hartmann lodged a formal protest 
against the action, and the Prussian Ministry of Cult denied 
that the separation of Church and State would take place im- 
mediately, and promised that, if it should take place, the 
proper interests of the Church and its adherents would be 
safeguarded. Clerical supervision of schools was abolished by 
a decree of the Ministry for Science, Art and Education, dated 
27th November.'5 

By an ordinance of 23rd November women are granted 
the right to be elected as members of municipal councils, pro- 
vided they possess the qualifications heretofore required otf 
male members. In so far as the existing !aws prescribe qualifi- 
cations as to property, income, or payment of taxes, married 
women will be deemed to possess the necessary qualifications 
if their hsbands are qualified. : 

It 1 iins to refer to the Provisional Governments 0! 
Saxony, Baden, Hesse, Hamburg, Wurtemburg. 

(To be concluded.) 





9 Official Gazette, 16th November, 1918. 

10 Official Gazette, 19th November, 1918. 

11 Official Gazette, 16th November, 1918. . 

12 Official Gazette, 15th November, 1918. (Non-official part.) 
15 Official Gazette, 29th November, i918. 

14 Official Gazette, Oth November, 1918. 
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The Peace Conf rence 


Ovr last summary of the negotiations arising out of the war— 
“Treaties and Peace Negotiations’’ (62 Soricitors’ JovuRNat, 
Central Powers and Rumania, which was signed on 7th May, 1918 
Previously we had recorded in some detail the Brest-Litovsk negotia 
tions, which proved abortive (ibid., pp. 504, 326, 345), and the treaty 
which was in the result forced on Russia at Brest-Litovsk, as well 
as the treaties with the Ukraine and Finland (ibid., p. 546). It 
was one of the terms of the armistice with Germany that the 
treaties of Bukarest and Brest-Litovsk should both be abandonec. 
The Conference at Paris between the Allies and the United States 
and other non-enemy States, preliminary to the Conference with 
the enemy States, which opened on 13th January, has now com 
tinued long enough to make it interesting to record shortly th 
progress which has so far been made. 

The first definite news received by the public was that the nego 
tiations were to be conducted in secret, and that, beyond the 
communiqués to be issued by the Inter-Allied Drafting Committee, 
the newspapers should no longer be authorized to publish any 
information regarding the work of the Conference. ‘This was, of 
course, in flagrant contradiction of the first of Mr. W1ison’s four- 
teen points (62 Soricitors’ Jovrnat, p. 229), which, with a reser 
vation not affecting this point, had been accepted by the Allies 
as the basis for peace :—‘ Open covenants of peace openly arriv ed at 
after which there shall be no private international understandings 
of any kind, but diplomacy shall proceed always frankly and in th: 
public view.” The decision accordingly was received with such 
general disapproval—voiced primarily by the Press correspon 
dents assembled in Paris—that it had to be at once abandoned 
and a modified regulation introduced under which plenary sittings 
of the Conference were to be reported in full, and only inter 
mediate discussions were to be treated as private. The latter 
restriction was justified in a memorancum issued on 17th January 
(Times, 18th January), on the ground that the conversations of the 
Great Powers were more analogous to the meetings of a Cabinet 
than to those of a Legislature, and the memorandum concluded 

In calling attention to these necessary limitations on publicity 
the representatives of the Powers do not underrate the importance 
of carrying public opinion with them in the vast task by whic! 
they are confronted. They recognize that unless public opinion 
approves of the result of their labours they will be nugatory. 

This reasoning applies with conclusive force to the present 
conversations between the representatives of the Great Powers 
With regard to the Full Conference the following rule was adopted 
Representatives of the Press shall be admitted to the meetings 
of the Full Conference, but upon necessary 0 casions the delibera 
tions of the Conference may be held tn camera 

The Conference was opened on Saturday, 18th January, when 
President Porncare, in a speech welcoming the delegates, reviewed 
the origin of the war and the motives which inspired the partici 
pation of the Allies in it, and dwelt on the task of the Conference 
in laying the foundation of a new order of international peace and 
justice. “What gives you,’ he said, “authority to establish a 
peace of justice is the fact that none of the peoples of whom you 
are the delegates has had any part in injustice. Humanity can 
place confidence in you because you are not among those who have 
outraged the rights of humanity” ; and in reference to the United 
States :— 

» “The intervention of the United States was something more, 
something greater, than a great political and military event: it 
was a supreme judgment passed at the bar of history by the lofty 
conscience of a free people and their Chief Magistrate on the 
enormous responsibilities incurred in the frightful conflict which 
was lacerating humanity. It was not only to protect themselves 
from the audacious aims of German megalomania that the United 
States equipped fleets and created immense armies, but also, and 
above all, to defend an ideal of liberty over which they saw the 
huge shadow of the Imperial Eagle encroaching farther every day 
America, the daughter of Europe, crossed the ocean to wrest her 
mother from the humiliation of thraldom and to save civilization 
The American people wished to put an end to the greatest scandal 
that has ever sullied the annals of mankind.”’ 

This opening address of M. Potscare was followed by the 
unanimous election of M. Ciemenceav as President of the Confer- 
ence, on the proposition of President Wutsox, supported by Mr. 
Lioyp Greorce and Baron Sonntno. M. CremeEnceav then delivered 
his opening address to the Conference, in the course of which, with 
what seems a welcome approval of a League of Nations, he said :— 

“I said in the Chamber of Deputies some days ago, and I make 
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These speeches are all reported in full in the Times of 20th 
January. 

At the same time there was issued a statement of the regulations 
for the work of the Conierence 15 in number, and it 
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Correspondence. 
Solicitors and the War 


I r of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter 
\s the I the Bar 
licitors which was passed at the Law Society's meeting held 
on Friday last, would you permit me, in your columns to 
that I entirely dissociate myself from the remarks wh h 
made at the meeting and which calculated to reflect upon the Bar? 
I have an intense admiration for the Bar as a whole and for the 
high standard of honour maintained in a ordance with its 
tradit The spirit in which I moved the resolution was 
it is in interest of the public and in the 
branches of the pt 
Mr. Richard King, my seconder, authorizes me to say that he is 
in entire agreement with what I have said in this letter. 
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a point of repeating the statement here, that success is possibie 
only if we remain firmly united. We have come here as. friends. 
We must pass through that door as brothers. That is the first 


H. P. Gissogne, 
remple-chambers, Temple-avenue. &.C. 4., 
3rd February, 191° 
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OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


THOMSON AND ANUTHER +. MASTER AND FELLOWS OF ST 
C..THARINE’S COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE, ANv CRUSS-APPEALS 


29.h Novewber; 2nd, 3rd, 5ch and 6th Decemver ; Z7tu January. 


CASES 


Mixes—Incitosurns Act—Muinerats UNbERLYING ALLoTTED Lanps 
KeSERVATION OF MINERALS—KiGut of Mine Owner To Let Down 
Surarack—Noarton IncLosure Act, 1814 (54 Geo. 5, C. CXXXVI1.). 


an Inclosure Act of 1814 and an award made thereunder the 
ninerals underlying the 


held to remain 


Under 
mines und 
allotted 


ymmons and waatea of certatn manors 


by the award were peated in the lords of the 


munor (see Master and Fellows of St. Catharine’s Coliege, Cambridge 
v. Dowaver Countess of Rosse, 1916, 1 CA. 73). There was no appeal 
ayainst that qzudgment and it was conclusive as between the parties to 
it. in December, 1916, Thomson and another, being other allottees, 


were not 
lords of the Inclosure 
ict and award, and (2) that, even tf that a theless the 
lords of the manor were not entitled in getting them to bring down 
the us face, 


king a de laration (1) that the minerals 


brought an action #&€¢ 
manor, but in the allottees by the 


wested in the 
wa not ao ever 


Held (Lord Atkinson dissenting), reversing the decision of the Court 
Of Appeal th pirat pont, that the right to the mineral passed to 
th ‘ sil ; but unanimously ajrrmed it on the second point (though 
the qu Lion wus no longer mutleria being of opinion that, in the absence 
ol y eapre words, a right to take minerals aid not carry with wt by 
nece ry impr r the sight to work the minerals nm a@ way which 
woudu ie wn ti surface, 

Decision of Court of Appeal (62 Soticrrors’ Journat, 471) varied, 

Appeals from a der ot tne Court of Appeal (reported 62 SOLICITORS 
je Al ); 118 Lit. Kep. 150) lhe appeais raised the questions 

nan allotment of land had been made under the Inclosure 
ict, 1ol4 ie mill remained vested in the lord ot the manor, ind 
W iit ev, iit the mineral did remain so vested, he was entitled to 
Gama ‘ TT é inning them Lhe Court of Appeal, attirming 
Sa.guit, J., heid t the answer to each question was in the affirmative. 
i Lie tp} ticd 

lure house, afte ljeration, reversed by a majority the order 
of tne Court \ppeal on the first point and unanimously affirmed the 
order t the Court t Appeal on the econd point 

Lord Fintay said the claim of the lords rested on a contention that 


in the Lnclosure Act 





distinction drawn between the soil and .ae 
is the Act provided tor 
erais, by virtue of tne saving ¢ 


, aud that no compensation to be paid 
ause (section 66), it followed 
fie thought that upon 


notwithstanding tne recital, the 


for the mi 
rais remained vested in tie 


the constiuction of the Act as a whole, 


mut lords 


te ue f e was tuat the rigi to the minerais passed as part of 
tine to tl} ‘ f the sev il allotments. { pon the second 
point, the question of the alleged right to let down the surface, 
wi ros iy in the case of Sf Catharine's Colleg Vv Hosse, 
he thought that the sim put forward by the lords was unfounded 
It had been tated = by counse! for the college (the lords 
of the manor) that the evidence was that, at the time when the Inclosure 
Act is pa ! s commercially impossible to work the mines in 
questi I re too deep-seated. By the modern methods of 
mining t mi i ild, however, now be worked at a profit, although 
they ild not be worked without letting down the surface From this 
he argued that the reservation of the minerals to the lord had the 
same ellect as a grant, and that the grant of the right to minerals 
would carry ith it the right to do anything reasonably necessary to 
win them. He thought it would be an extraordinary thing if the same 
Act which created the allottees’ right of property in the surface went 
on to destroy the right by giving the lord the right in working minerals 


to bring down the surface He thought so to construe the Act would 
be to enlarge the rights of the lord in respect of the minerals sefore 
the Inclosure Act he could not work the minerals so as to destroy th 
rights of the commoners to be exercised over the surface Phe 


irgument for the lord’s property in the minerals had been that it was 
reserved as it was before the Act. The argument that letting d 

the surface was a né essary incident to the working of the minerals 
reserved was outweighed by the consideration that this would be to take 
wway from the allottee a part of the right which the Act conferred 


pon him. This contention was rejected both by Sargant. J.. and 
the Court of Appeal, and he thought their decision on this point was 
right and should be affirmed. As in all the cases other than that of 
Lad tosse the property in the minerals passed to the allottees. the 


juestion as to the mode of working them did not arise. In th result he 
was prepared to hold that the appeal of the allottees in respect of the 
property in the minerals should be allowed with costs there and below 
and that the appeals of the lords as to the manner of working should 
be di missed with costs tit 

Lord ATKINSON was of opinion that 


the judgments of the Court below + 
should be affirmed on both pointe , ““ . 


Lords Dunepiy, 
jud rment of Lord Finlas 


SHaw and Sumner expressed concurrence with the 
appel 


Order a reding]s Couwrset. for the 


oo Sd. L. . YO), 








lante (the allottees), Maugham, K.C., and Dighton Pollock ; for St. 
Catharine's College, G. J. V’albot, K.C., and MacSwinney ; for Mappin 5 
Masbro’ Old Brewery Co., Hon, Frank Russell, K.C., and EB. &. H. 
brydges. Souicrroxs, tor Thomson and anotner, Merriman, W hate 
d: ‘‘homeon ; for the College, Cowper & Co., for Davies, Sanders & Swan- 
wick, Chesterfield ; for the Brewery Co., Aing, Wigg & Brightman, for 
Broomhead, Wightman d& Moore, Sheffield ; for Lady Rosse and others, 
ALinmet & Uo., for Claude Leatham & Co., Wakefield, and Frere, Cholme 
ley & Uo. 
[Reported by Ensurne Rei, Barrister-at-Law.) 
MALCOLM v. L.CKHART (Surveyor of Taxes). 28th January. 


Tenant Farmer—Prorits or Gains Derivep 
FARM—ODTALLION 8 FEES— MODE OF ASSESSMENT 


Revenuse—Income Tax 
FROM UCCUPATION OF 


tLnCOME LAX ACT, 164Z 1D & O VICT. C. 09), 88. OU, 60, SCHAVULE 5, 
AND luv, SCnEDULE V—isacome Tax Act, loos (16 & 1/ Vict. c. 354), 
Ss. Z, SCHEDULES 65 AND D 
The app llant. the tenant of a farm elected to be aa 5 & i? me 


tax tn respect of the occupation of the lands let to him under Schedule 


b of tne ancome Lax Act, 16d. Me kept a stalion not merely for the 

service OF Als wn stock on ine farm, vut jor that of wes of other 

owners at their own farms. Ln respect of the sees received the 
we useessed to wmcome tax under Schedule D 


Held, that whether the stallion was kept for the purposes of the 
farm or for the of getting sees jor hts owners of 
res wnt the neigabvourhova, question of jact The 
rs jound thut the use of the siuliion was a Use that proviued a 


services srom lie 


was a commits- 


pir; yy gun to the Uppetant with Gta NOL Gtse sro Lice 
esead under Scredule D. 


/CCU pULton 

tnis (and, Gnd he haa rightly been daot 
Lecision of the First Division of tne Court of Session (reported 
ajnrmed 


I'he tacts which gave rise to this appeal raised the question whether 


the surveyor Of laacs Was entitied to assess the appeiuant, the tenant 
ot Munmvure mome rarm, Aira, under Schneawe WY tor tne pronts 
eared vy nim from the services of a stailion casted “ Prince Ossian,”’ 
0 v hevuel ue appeuant was entitied to be assessed only under 
cheuus 6b upou tue reat pad oy Aim tor wis lam. in 
ne year to which the assessment in question reiated “ Prince 
Ussiall Was selected by the Stiruugsnire Mo.se Houciety to serve mares 
in uging to the so.levy, and in consideration Of its services tne 
suaevy paid the appenaut an initial sum ot £00. he was aiso to 
receive so mucn toc each mare served. The gross earnings of the 

10H In tne year in question amounted to 2zveV. In re pect of the 
prouls sO earned the appeiant was assessed on the sum ot £250 (the 
aCtuai Tees paid tor the stalilon when working away trom the tarm) 

ier = eauie D ihe Commissioners tor the district of Falkirk 


lurmedad the assessmeut, 


® Staion tor stud 


being OL opimion that the employment of 
purposes ior hire outside his own larm was no 
tarmer. ‘Ine First Division of the Court 
Commissioners. ‘lhe tarmer appealed on the 
profits he derived trom the use of the stailion were 
profits of his farm, and that breeding was a 


part OL the business Ol a 
fr Dession alfl.med tue 
srouad toatl the 


part of the oraisary 


wrmal ald essential part Of his business as a@ tarmer, O1 wuich tne 
hiring out of the services of a stallion was a natural incident. Without 

iu unsei lor the respondent, 

Lord Buckmaster said: It was quite possible that an entire 
horse mignot be used by a larmer on his larm in such 
1, Manner that its use outside would, in relation to its use 
for his own purposes, be so trivial and unimportant that there 

juld be no tax exigible in respect of profts he received unaer 
scnedule D. In Schedule B provision was made for taxation of the 


cupation of land, and then there foliowed in Scheduie D a provision for 
the duties to be charged in respect of any trade, manufacture, adven 
ture or concern in tne nature of trade not contained in any other 
scnedule (Case 1.), and the duties to be charged in respect of any annua! 
pronts not falling under any of the foregoing rules and not charged 
under any other schedule (Case V1.). ‘lnere coald be no doubt that 
the pronts arising trom the services of the stallion were liable to 
taxation unless they arose from and in respect of the occupation of the 
uls which the appellant held as farmer. That was essentially a 
fact. lt was possible that the substantial earnings of 
3t trom its services outside, and that its service o1 
the farm was incidental to its use for general stud purposes The 
Commissioners in this case had decided that the use of the stallion 
by the appellant was a use that provided a profit which did not aris 
in respect of the occupation of his land. There was no 
finding of fact should be investigated more closely. 
of mares on the > 


question of 


might aris 


reason why» 
The numb 
appellant’s farm, the number of entire horses h: 
possessed and the pronts these horses had earned outside were abund 
tacts to justify the conclusion reached. The appeal failed. 


Dunevin and Atkinson concurred. Appeal dismissed 
with costs.—-CounseL, for the appellant, Condie Sandeman, K.C., and 
Hon. W. Watson, K.C. (both of the Scottish Bar); for the respondent 
the Lord Advocate (Clyde, K.C.) and R. C. Henderson (of the Scottis 
Bar). Acents, Thorne, Priest & Co., for Guild & Gudd, W.8., Edin 
burgn; H. Rertram Cox, C.B., for Sir P. Hamilton-Grierson, Solicitors 
to the Board of Inland Revenue. 
[Reported by Ernetrve Rein, Barrister at Law ] 
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Court of Appeal. 


MARSHALL ¢. CLAYTON & SHUTTLEWORTH (LIM). No. 1. 
27th January. 


WorKMeEN’s ComPeNnsaTION—INcapacitty Due tro [NJURY—AMPUTATION OF 
FINGER—-TRAUMATIC NEURASTHENIA—DECLARATION oFf LIABILITY— 
Necessity ror Earty APPLICATION—WORKMEN'’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1906 (6 Epw. 7, c. 58), Scuep. I., par. (1) 

A workman having injured a finger by accident, blood poisoning 
supervened, and at a later date the finger had to be amputated. Total 
incapacity continued for some time, during which compensation was 
paid, Six months after the accident the workman returned to the em- 
ployers and tried light work, but was obliged to give it up after siz 
days, being unable to do it. He then claimed as auffering from neuras- 
thenia, due to the accident and the subsequent operation. The county 
court jud ge found that the incapac ty which he was under was caused 
by neurasthenia, which was not due to the injury, but to “ brooding” 
over it, and over the amputation. 

Held, there was no evidence to support this finding, and the case 
must go for a new trial 

After the award, the applicant asked for a declaration of liability, 
which the judge refused. . 

Held, that although a declaration of liability could be made either on 
the application of the employer or the workman, yet it ought not to be 
made, even in cases of permanent injury, aa a matter of course, and, if 
desired, should be applied for at the earliest possible moment in the 
case and before any evidence ig called. 


Appeal by the applicant from an award of the county court judge at 
Lincoln dismissing the application on the ground that the incapacity 
from which the applicant suffered was not the result of the accident, 
but was caused by brooding over it, and the operation which super- 
vened. The facts are stated in the Master of the Rolls’ judgment 
below. 

SwInFren Eapy, M.R., said the applicant appealed from the award, and 
from the refusal of the learned judge to grant a declaration of labilits 
The applicant. who had originally been a music-hal] manager, was em 
ployed as a labourer, and on 2nd Janvary. 1918, injured his second 
finger Blood poisoning supervened, he had a whitlow, and nu'timatelv 
had to have the finger amputated on 12th April. He was laid up until 
llth July, receiving full compensation plus war bonus. On that date 
he returned to his employers, who found him some light work, carrvine 
wooden spare parts of aeroplanes. At the end of six days he was 
unable to continue the work. and ever since then had been unable to do 
any work at all. On 17th September he made a claim for compensation 
as suffering from traumatic neurasthenia, and wholly inc»npacitated 
The learned judge found on the evidence thot he was incapable of work 
There was no dispute as to that, the evidence was all one way. but 
complaint was made of the finding of the judge as to the cause of the 
incapacity. He found it was neurasthenia, ond that it was caused bv 
his ‘‘ brooding ’’ over the effects of the accident. Was that travmatic 
neurasthenia or not? There was evidence on behalf of the applicant 
that the neurasthenia was caused by the injurv: one doctor said so 


positively, and thought that it would be of long future duration. [His 
lordship having reviewed the medical evidence, preceeded :] There was 


no evidence whatever that the man was given to brooding over the 
injury. and no evidence that any such brooding brought on nevrastheria 
In those circumstances it was quite impossible that the finding of the 
county court judge that the man’s condition was due to his brood‘ng 
could be supported. The rest of his decision seemed to follow from 
that finding. The applicant asked for judgment, but all that the 
Court could do was to set aside the judgment and send the case for a 
new trial. It was quite clear that a declaration of liability could be 
made as well on the apnlication of the workman as on that of the 
employer. But in his lordship’s opinion it should be applied for at the 
earliest moment. possible; it micht be by letter before the nroceeding= 
were instituted, or in the alternative in the proceedings. It ought t 
be asked for. and he honed it would be asked for at no later stage in 
the matter than the opening of the arbitration. The principle on which 
those declarations of liability were made was this: A workman mig*t 
have received an injury of a permanent neture. which micht develop 
and diminish his earning powers. Whether there was a probabil'ty of 
any future development of an iniury must be a question of fact in every 
case. In some cases, such as the loes of a finger or a toe, there was 
humanly speaking. no probabil'ty of future develenment. It was not 
a motter of law at all, that a loss of a rermanent character must neces 
sarily be followed by a declaration of liability. The workman ws not 
entitled tc a suspensory award as a matter of course. The application 
must be mode before anv evidence was called: that had not alwey 
done in the nast. In the nresent case an annlication shovld be made 
for a susnensory award, new trial 
early in the proceedings 


heen 


if desired, should be made on the 


Warriwcron and Drer. L.JJ.. delivered judement to the same effect 
—Counser. Sir Eilie Griffiths, K.C.. and J. B. Lockwood; Righy Swi't 
K.C., and Dyer. Sorrerrors, J. J. Hands. for Benno Pearlman, Hull; 
Neave & Morton, for Page & Porter, Lincoln. 

[Reported by H. Lavevonp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law,} 





High ¢ ourt—Chancery Divi on. 


Rk GLADWIN TRUSTS. Aathnry, J. 17th January. 
SetrLeD LAND—INVESTMENTS—LEASEHOLD HOvse—Controt or CourtT— 

Setrtep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 38), ss. 21, 22 anv 5s. 

A tenant for life of settled land is a trustee of his powers under section 
53 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and has not the absolute right under 
section 22 (2) to direct an investment of capital money in the purchase 
of a leasehold house where the trustees decline to approve the purchase. 

The Court must consider whether a prope sed inveatment of this char- 
acter ia auch an investment aa an ordinary prudent trustees ought to make. 


Re Hunt's Settled Estates (1905, 2 Ch. 418, and 1906, 2 Ca. 11) 


applied 

Query, u hether, when moneys have been invested under section 
21 (1 there ta or ia not uninveasted ¢ yntal money to which section 22 
can apply, r, in other words, whether or not the truatees are bound to 


inveatmenta in 
Chis was a summons by a tenant for life for the Court to approve a 
hase of a leasehold house out of capital moneys. The real estate 
ttled had been sold, and the net proceeds invested by the Settled 
Land Act trustees, and the tenant for life had now contracted to buy 
1 leasehold house as a residence, and had asked the trustees to approve 
the purchase and provide the funds for it out of capital moneys. The 
title to the leasehold was registered. The term had eighty-three years 
left to run The ground rent was £190, and the rack rent was 
assessed at £500 gross and £417 net rateable valine. The contract was 
conditional on the approval of the trustees or of the Court The tenant 
for life’s valuers advised that the ground rent was not high for the 
neighbourhood, which was Mayfair, and the purchase price £3 §.0, or 
eleven years purchase of the profit rental, was a safe and proper 
investment of the trust funds The trustees’ valuer said the ground 
was high, and the investment was not a desirable one for trust 
and the trustees declined to approve the purchase, hence this 
The tenant for life had lerge interests under a contempor- 
aneous settlement of personality, and the vendor was satisfied with 
his covenants ind it was proposed that the title shovld be regis- 
tered in the name of the tenant for life under section 6, sub-section 1, of 
t! Land Transfer Act, 1897 (G0 & 61 Vict. c. 65), so that the trustees 
should not be liable either in or by priority of estate. The trustees sug 
gested that possibly the investments having been made, there was no 
uninvested capital monev to which section 22 of the Act could apply, 
and t} ey c ted Re Lo*¥d Stafford’s Settlement (1904, 2 Ch. 72) 

The tenant for life's con- 


, 
Treadiice 


order to provide auch capital moneys 





pt 


rent 
funds, 


summons 


Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said : 


tention that. admitting bena fides, he is entitled under the Settled 
Lond Act. 1882. s. 22. sub-section 2. to direct the investment of the 


He is a trustee of his powers under 
section 53. The valvers are in conflict, and this matter is referred to 
the Court, and the Court must now see whether the proposed invest- 
ment is such as a prudent trustee would make of trust frnds in accord 
ance with He Hunt's Settled Metates (aunra). and the authorities cited 
in the judgment in that case. Although the infant remoindermen is en 
titled to a considerable fortune under a personalty settlement as well as 
under this settlement. the Court must consider whether the proposed in 
veetment is one that an ordinary prudent trustee onght to make. Apart 
from the life tenant’s intention to reside there, no one in his senses 
of investing £3 500 in a leasehold house at £190 ground 
rates at £417. and liable to pay income tax on a 
hypothetical profit rent. The fact that the life tenant is buying the 
house for a residence does net make a bad investment a good one. The 
; is not such as an ordinary trustee with an ordinary discre 


is unsound 


£3 500 in this house, 


would dream 
rent, assessed for 


investment 





tion of investing trust funds would be well advised in making, and 
anpls thet test the Court cannot sanction this investment 
The iatees have taken the point raised in Re Lord Stafford's Settle 
ment up7ra\, thet the sale moneys having been invested under section 
91. s tion (1 there are no uninvegted canital moneys to which 
sect can apply. and that they are not honnd to realize investments 
for the sake of providing such moneys This is a somewhat startling 
contention. and it is not necessary for me to deal w'th it in the view that 
T hat taken of the matter Couvnser fehworth James: BR. H Hodge 
Sout ITORS W illiama d James; Gush Philine, Walters d- W illiame 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barristerat Law.) 


High Count—-Kinwte Bench Division. 


PIGNATARO v. GILROY & SON. Div. Court. 4th ard 18th Deer mber 
Appropriation To Prrenaser—Passtnc Property- 
Evipence or Porcuaser’s Assent From Devay. 


Sate or Goons 
Los LIABILITY 
On a contract for purchase of 140 bags of rice for delivery in 14 daya 

125 hea delivered to the 4 irchaser: the other 15 baqe were in the 

and they informe 1 the plaintiff that he could have 

of this for four weeks. In the 


ye were 


7 , 
rendo rrenoure 


Teliver The nlaintiff took no not 
meantime the 15 haqa were stolen 
Held. that there was evidence from the delay of the plaintiff of hia 


implied assent to the appropriation by the vendor, that the property had 
passe d. that the q oda were at plaintiff's risk, and he could not auc ceed 


it his action for non-delivery. 


Appeal from the deputy judge of the Westminster County Court, 
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Action for damages for non-delivery of 15 bags of rice paid*for by the 


plaintiff, which had been purchased from the defendants, but had been | 


lost in or stolen from the defendant’s warehouse The agree- 
ment for purcha made on 12th February, 1918, was partly 
verbal and part! ude by correspondence and was for the sale by the 
defendants to the plaint ff of 140 bags of rice, known as 130 Butterfly 
10 T.Y.C., at 40s. a « for delivery 14 days. The plaintiff paid 
the defendants for the 140 bags, but the defendants delivered only 


125 bags under the contract. On 28th February the plaintiff paid for 


the rice, and 
enclosing a delivery 


order for 125 sacks at Chambers Wharf. They re 
quested him also t id for the remaining 15 bags, which they said 
for delivery at their (defendants’) warehouse in Long Acre 


were ready it 
nlaintiff had not yet applied for the 15 bags, and the 


On 5th March the 


defendant » the plaintiff expressin urprise that the plaintiff 
had not sent for the 15 sacks. The defendants spoke of these 15 sacks 
as “ your rice’’ and your goods.’’ and stated that it was held in 
their warehouse at plaintiff's risk. On 12th March the defendants again 
wrote to plaintiff to the same effect; but the plaintiff did not send 
a man with a van for the 15 sacks to the defendants’ warehouse until 
25th March. when the man was told there that he was ‘‘a bit too late,"’ 


that the plaintiff ought to have sent a week a d that the rice was 
now gone.”’ The 15 bags appeared to have been st len from the ware- 
house The plaintiff then brought this actior laiming the return of t 

monev he had paid for the 15 sacks of rice The defendants pleaded 
that they had Id 15 specified bag f rice, and that they had been 
appropr d to the plaintiff at the time they were stolen, and that the 
loss therefore fell upon him and not upon the defendant The deputy 
county « rt judge found that the ds had not been appronr ated 
to the plaintiff, and gave judgment for the plaintiff. The circumstance 


) 
on which the deputy county court judge held there was no appropriation 


of the 15 baes to the plaintiff was that, according to the evidence of 
the plaintiff. when attended the defendants’ warehouse on 12th 
February, 1918, the date of the purchase of the 140 bags of rice, the 
defendants did not offer, or show, or mention, that they were selling 
any particular bags of rice, but shewed samples from two bags. He 
said that he was not shewn 15 sacks at the warehouse, and he did not 
see 15 bag t} ‘ The defendants appealed on the grounds that the 
judge was wrong in holding that the property in the goods had not 


passed to the plaintiff at the time the goods were stolen, and in findi: 
that there was no evidence of appropriation by the one party ith 
the assent of the other. Cur. adv. vult 

Rowtatr, J read the judgment of Tue Courr on 18th 
December Hi lordship having stated the facts as above 
set out said that, on the sale of the 140 bags of rice, it 
became the duty of the vendors under the contract to appro 
priat m to the purchaser from their general atock If such 
appropriation were assented to, either expressly or implied by the pur- 
haser, the property would pass, and upon this would turn the whole | 
question of the risk of loss, which must be borne by one or other of 
the parties if the roods were lost, damaged or stolen while in the 


possession of the vendors. When the sellers received the purchaser's 
cheque for the goods, and were asked for the delivery order, it was 
right and proper for them to appropriate and place at the disposal of 


haser the goods for vw 


the pur hich he had thus paid, in order to effectuate 
its delivery, or its equivalent, concurrently with the receipt of the 
money This the defendants did: and they sent a delivery order to 


of the 125 bags at 
As to the 15 bags which were not at the Wharf. but 
use in Long Acre, the defendants told the plain 


the plaintiff authorizing him to obtain delivery 
Chambers Wharf 


at defendants’ wareh 


tiff they were ready for him to take delivery of them, and asked that 
they should be taken away. If the plaintiff had replied, saying he 
would remove the g¢ ] the case would have been precisely the same 
as Rohde v. Thwaites (1827, 6 B. & C. 388). In that case there had 
been a sale of 20 hogsheads of sugar; four were delivered to and 


accepted by the purchaser. The vendor filled up and appropriated to 
the purchaser 16 other hogsheads, and informed the purchaser that 
they were ready and desired him to take them away. The purchaser 
replied that he ould It was held that the 
having been made by the vendor, and assented to by 


io 80 as soon as he could 


the purchaser, the property in the 16 hogsheads had passed to the 
purchaser; and that their value might be recovered under a contract 
for goods bargained and sold. The plaintiff in the present case, how 
ever, did nothing for a month, and the question was what was the effect 


of this inaction If the goods were of the required quality, it was 
difficult to see how the plaintiff could have dissented from the appro 
priation on this ground, unless there happened to be some bags inferior 
to those he had inspected. He could not object either to the place from 
which he was required to fetch the bags, inasmuch as he had already 
inspected the rice lying at those premises at the time, and for the 
purpose of this very contract. At any rate no objection at all was 
taken on anv of these possible grounds Yet it was obvious that. if 


rok a . 
the purchaser ‘re to make any objection, he must do so promptly 
‘ + 1 . 
He was 1 ‘ d t place upon the vend: rs the risk involved in 
the continued pos sion of these goods unappropriated to him, nor to 


prol th encumbrance of the vendors’ 


premises. As he 
. 7 
le month in rear 


chose to 
nse to an appropriation provoked 
and of which he had been informed, in the opinion 


irt this came precisely to the same thing as if he had 


say nothin f P 
by his own lette r. 


of the Cx 


written to say that he would remove them, but without doing so. For 


the defendants wrote to the plaintiff on the same day | 








| these reasons the appeal must be allowed, and judgment entered for the 


defendants.—Counset, E. Dale (for Blanco White, serving with His 
Majesty’s Forces), for the appellants; C. 2. Dyer, for the respondent 
Soxicrrors, Rossiter d: Odell; McKenna & Co. 

(Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Cornrection.—In Mackay and Another v. Rawlinson (ante. p. 229), 
the firm name of the solicitors for the defendant should have heen 
given as Gedqe, Fiske d- Gedge 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


lon Gazette of Bist, January contains the following, in addit 
natters pr nted below 








1. An Order in Council, dated 3lst January, further amending t 
Pr imation, dated 10th May, 1917, and made under section 8 of the 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and section 1 of the Exportation of 
Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 of the Customs (Exportation Prohibition) 
Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United Kingdom of certain 
articles to certain or all deetinations was prohibited. large number 
irt s are removed from the liat, but some, such as “‘ wood and timbs 

f all kinds, hewn, &c.,’’ are swheequently restored with variations. 
2. Am Announcement of the Issue of National War Bonds (Fourt! 
3. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Dept.) Notice, dated 2let January, 


that certain names have been added to the liet of persons and bodies of 
persons to whom articles to be exported to China may be consigned 


There are a'so certain corrections im and a removal from the list. 

4. A further Notice that licences under the Non-Ferrous Meta] Industry 
Act, 1918. have been granted to certain companies, firms and individua!s 
The pr t list contains some twenty names 

The London Gazette of 4th February contains the following :— 


5. A further Notice as ‘n item 4, e ntain‘ng some twenty-five names. 
6. Notices under the C Production Act, 1917, by the Agricultur 
Wages Board (Eng'and and Wales), as follows :— 
1) Proposal to Fix Special Minimum Rates of Wages for Ma! 
Workers Emp'oved in Market Gardening in Feeex. ~ 
2) Mimmum Rates of Wages Fixed for’*Male Workers Under t! 
Ace of 18 Years ‘mn Brecon and Radnor, to come into operation o1 
10th February, 1919 


Army Council Orders. 
THE IMPORTED FLAX (DEALINGS) No. 2 ORDER, 1919 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence « 
> Realm Regulations the Army Counci) hereby order as follows : 

1. No person shall without a permit issued by or om behalf of the 
Flax Contro! Board sell any Flax or Tow imported or to be imported 
into the United Kingdom. 

2. No person being a consumer of Flax or Tow shall without a 
permit issued by or on behalf cf the Flax Control Board purchase any 
Flax or Tow to be imported into the United Kingdom after the date 
here »f. 

+ 3. The Orders indicated in the Schedule hereto annexed are hereby 
canceled. 

4. Thie Order may be cited as the Imported Flax (Dealings) No. 2 
Order, 1919. 


‘ 


ScHEDULE. 
The Russian Flax and Tow No, 1 Order, 1916. 
The Russian Flax and Tow No. 2 Order, 1916. 
The Russian Flax and Tow (Insurance) Permit, 1916 
The Russian Flax and Tow (Control) Notice, 1917. 
The Imported Flax (Dealings) Order, 1918. 
The Imported Flax (Dealings) Amendment Order, 1918 


30h January {[Gazette, Stet January 


NOTICE. 
THE CAPE COARSE AND COLOURED SKIN-WOOL PERMIT, 1919 


Whereas by the Woo) (Colonial Fellmongere) Order, 1918, the Army 
Council took possession of certxin wool pulled, or to be pulled, from 
the skins of eheep or lambs in Great Britain: 

And whereas it is expedient that Cape Coarse and Coloured Skin-w 
be dealt in without further restrictions: 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon them 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby g¢ 
notice as follows :— 7 

1) Notwithe'anding anything in the Woo! (Colonial Felimong: 
Order, 19°8, dealings in Cxpe Coarse and Coloured Skin-w« 
permitted without restriction. 

(2\ This Order may be cited as the Cape Coarse and Coloured Skin 
wool Permit, 1919 

28th January (Gazette Slet 
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NOTICE OF CANCELLATION. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations, the / Council hereby give notice that the Goat- 
ekins (Prices) Order, 1918, and the Raw Goatskins (Requisition) Notice, 
0018, are cancel ed. 


vb January (Garette, 3iet January. 


Board of Trade Orders. 
INSURANCE OF ENEMY MERCHANT SHIPS. 

Whereas by Royal Proclamation relating to Trading with the Enemy, 
dated the 9th day of September, 1914, and issued with reference to the 
atate of war with the Germaw Empire and the Dual Monarchy of 
Austria-Hungary, it was declared that from and after the date of the 
said Proclamation the persons therein referred to were prohibited from 
doing certain acts therein more specifically mentioned : 

And whereas it was further declared by the said Proclamation as 
follows :— 

“ Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit any- 
thing which shall be expressly permitted by Our Licence, or by the 
licence given on Our behalf by a Secretary of State, or the Board 
of Trade, whether such licences be especially granted to individuals 
or be announced as applying to classes of persons ”’ : 

And whereas by Proclamation, dated the 5th day of November, 1914, 
it was dec'ared that the provisions of the Proclamations and Orders in 
Council then in force issued with reference to the state of war with the 
Emperor of Germany and the Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary, 
should be extended to the war with Turkey, subject to the exception 
@ such Proclamation mentioned : 

And whereas by Proclamation, dated the 16th day of October, 1915, 

was declared that the Proclamations and Orders in Council then in 
lorce, issued with reference to the state of war with the German 
Emperor, or with reference to the state of war with the German Emperor 
and the Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary, or with reference to the 
estate of war with the German apene and the Emperor of Austria, 
King of Hungary, and the Sultan of Turkey, should be extended to the 
war with Bulgaria, subject to the exception in such Proclamation men- 
tioned : 

And whereas certain enemy merchant ships are or may be under the 
eontrol of the A‘lied Maritime Transport Council : 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade, on behalf of His Majesty, and 
in pursuance of the powers reserved in the said Proclamations, and all 
ether powers thereunto them enabling, do hereby give and grant licence 
to all persons residing, carrying on business or being in the United 
Kingdom to insure the hull, machinery and cargo of any enemy merchant 
@hip that is for the time being under the control of the Allied Maritime 
Transport Council, provided that any such insurance is made to the 
following warranties, namely :— 

1. Warranted trading under the control of the Allied Maritime 
Transport Council ; ’ 

2. Warranted that no claim shall be paid under this policy unless 
and until the name of the payee shall have been submitted to and 
approved by the Board of Trade. 

30th January. [(Gazate, 4th February. 


THE PETROLEUM PRODUCTS (WHOLESALE PRICES) ORDER, 
1919. 


The Board of Trade, deeming it expedient to make further exercise 
ef the powers conferred upon.them by Regulations 2r and 253 of the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations as respects Petroleum Products, 
hereby order as follows :— 

(1) In this Order the expression “ Who'esale Dealer ’’ means any 

rson, firm or Company whose business or a part of whose business it 
is to sell to retailers for resale any of the petroleum products mentioned 
in the schedule hereto. 

(2) No wholesale dealer shall sell, deliver or supply any of the 
petroleum pr »ducts mentioned in the schedule to this Order at prices 
exceeding those shown aguinst such products, 

(3) Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

(4) The Petroleum Products (Wholesale Prices) No. 2 Order, 1918, 
The Petroleum Products (Contracts) Order, 1918, The Petroleum Pro- 
ducts (Wholesale Prices) No. 3 Order, 1918, The Petroleum Products 

holesale Prices) No. 4 Order, 1918, and the Notice dated the 18th 
Necember, 1918, issued under the Petroleum Products (Wholesale Prices) 
Amendment Order, 1918, of 13th December, 1918, are hereby revoked. 

(5) This Order may be cited as the Petroleum Products (Wholesale 
Prices) Order, 1919, and comes into effect on 1st February, 1919. 

[Schedule of Petroleum Producta.] 


3lst January. [Gazete, 4th February. 


ARTICLES OF COMMERCE (RELAXATION OF RESTRICTION) 


ORDER, 1918. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the above Order, that as and from 
the first day of March, 1919, paragraph I. of the Timber Contro! Order. 
1918, so far as it relates to deaiings or transactions in regard to Hard- 
wood Timber outside the United Kingdom, is revoked and shall cease to 
have effect. 


4th February. [Gazatte, 4th February. 





Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
THE WHALE OIL (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919. 


In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions, 
namely :— 
_The Whale Oi} Order, 1916, dated the 24th June, 1916, 
the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows :— 


(1) The operation of the eid Order is hereby suspended on and 
after the 3lst day of January, 1919, until further notice. 

(2) Such euspens.on shall not affect the previous operation of the 
gaid Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 
babi ity to any penalty or pumshment in reapect of any contravention 
or fa:iure to comply with the said Order prior to such suspension or 
any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty or punishment. 

(3) This Order may be cited as The Whale Oil (Suspension) Order, 
1919. 

Slet January. 


Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) Order. 
THE WESTERN BORDER AREA. 


We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) in pursuance of the 
powers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Ream hereby make the following Order :— 

1. Such of the provisions of Article 2 of the Order of the Board made 
oa the llth day of November, 1915, for the Western Border Area, ag 
amended by subsequent Orders of the Board made respectively on the 
Ist day of December, 1915, the 2let day of December, 19'6, and the 30th 
day of May, 1917, as proh'bit the sale and eupply of intoxicating iiquor 
in licensed premises and clubs on Sundays, shall cease to have effect in 
so far as they app’y to any part of the area situate in England: and 
the said Article shall be amended by striking out from paragraph (1) (a) 
thereof all the words from the words ‘‘ the C.ty of Carlis'e"' to the words 
“in the County of Cumber and" inclusive and shal] be read and have 
effect as if amended accordingly. 

2. The Order of the Board made on the 16th day of February, 1917 
(prohiliting the eale and eupp’y of spirits to be consumed on the premises 
in keensed premi-es and clubs in certvin parte of the area on Saturdays), 
is pe y _ ked in so far as it applies to any part of the area situate 
in aT. .and, 

3. This Order shall come into force on the 7th day of February, 1919. 

let, February. (Gazette, 40h February. 


(Gazette, 3let January. 


Agricultural Wages Board (E-gland and Wales) 
Order. 


ORDER VARYING THE ORDER DATED THE 6rn SEPTEMBER, 
1918. AS TO BENEFITS AND ADVANTAGES WHICH MAY BE 
RECKONED AS PAYMENT OF WAGES IN LIEU OF PAY- 
MENT IN CASH, TO COME INTO OPERATION ON THE 3lst 
JANUARY, 19:9. 

The Agricultura! Wages Board (England and Wales) duly cetablished 
and const‘tuted under section 5 (1) of the above Act, and the Requ'ations 
made by the Board of Agrcu'ture and F sheries, dated the 8°h November, 
1917, having given the Notice prescribed by the Agricu'tural Wages 
Regulations. 1918, and having considered all ob‘ections duly 'odged with 
them, hereby give Notice, as required by the last-ment/oned Regulations, 
that they have made the foilowing Order under the above Act and the 
enactments ‘ncorporated therein and the ‘ast-mentioned Regu'atione (that 
is to @ay) :— ‘ 

The Order of the Agricultural Wages Board, dated the 6th day of 
Sentember, 1918. as to benefits and advantages which may be 
reckoned as pryment of wages in lieu of payment in cash ehall be 
rerd and construed as if the fol'owing Cause had been inserted 
there:n immediately after Clause 4 thereof :-— 

4a. Provided that in the case of, any matter to he ascertained 
or determined by a District Wages Committee under thie Order, 
if the D: trict Waves Committee shall have fuiled to ascertain or 
de‘erm'ne the sume wth'n such period x6 the Agricu'tural Wages 
Board shill consider resonable for that purpose the same may 
be ascertained or determined bv the said Board. 

The above Order’ shall come into operation on the thirty-first day of 
January. 1919. 


Slet January. (Gazette, Slet January. 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
SPECLAL GENERAL MEETING, 


A Special General Meeting of the membere of the Law Society was 
held at the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 3lst ult., 
the President (Mr. Richard A‘fred Pinsent, Birmingham) taking the 
chair. Among those present were the Vice-President (Mr. William 
Arthur Sharpe), Mr. Charles Edward Barry (Bristol), Mr. Harry 
Rowsell Blaker (Henley-on-Thames), Mr. John James Dumville 
Botterell, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Lewin Bampfie:'d Carslake, 
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Mr. Alfred Henry Coley (Birmingham), Mr. Cecil Allen Coward, Mr. 
Alfred Davenport, Mr. Weeden Vawes, Mr, Robert William Dibdin, 
Mr, Hubert Arthur Dowson (Nottingham), Mr. Thomas Eggar (Brighton), 
Mr, Walter Henry Foster, Mr. Thomas Musgrave Francis (Cambridge), 
Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr, Herbert Gibson, Mr. John Roger Burrow 
Gregory, Sir Charles Elton Longmore, K.C.B, (Hertford), The Hon. 
Robert Henry Lyttelton, The Rt. Hon. Sir Donald Mac-ean, K.B.E., 
M.P., P.C., Mr. Frank Marshall (Newcastle-upon-Tyne), Mr. Philip 
Hubert Martineau, Mr. Char.es Henry Morton (Liverpool), Mr. Robert 
Chancellor Nesbitt, Mr, Alexander Paris (Southampton), Mr, Arthur 
Copson Peake (Leeds), Mr, George William Rowe, Sir Richard 
Stephens Taylor, Sir Walter Trower, Mr. Wiliam Melmoth Walters, 
Mr. Robert Mills Welsford, Mr. William Howard Winterbotham, 
mémbers of the Councii, and Mr. E. R. Cook (Secretary). 
War Memoriar To SOLiciToRS AND ARTICLED CLERKS. 

The following notice stood on the paper of business: ‘‘ The President 
will submit proposals for the estabiishment of a war memorial to 
eo.icitors and their articled clerks, and move a resolution in support.”’ 

Mr. T. R. Hastam (London) said that on the previous evening a 
meeting of the Solicitors’ Managing C-erks’ Association, which was 
affiliated with the National Federation of Law Clerks, was he.d, at which 
fegret was expressed that law clerks generally had not been included 
in the memorial service for the fallen which had been recently held 
at Westminster Abbey, and a reso-ution had been unanimously passed 
that such a service was desirable. He did not think it was desirab.e 
that law clerks generally should be left out of such a service. 

The Prestpent: I think you must defer your remarks until I have 
finished what I have to say with regard to the notice. Aj each 
meeting of the members of the society he'd in this hall since 1914 
reference has been made to the war, to the eplendid part played in it by 
the members of our profession, their patriotism, their losses and the 
honours they have gained. The war is, we believe, at an end, but 
yet I recur to it, asking you this time to view it from another stand- 
point. The war may be over, but ite dire consequences must linger 
with us for many a long year, and it is these consequences to which 
I invite your serious attention. Our records are necessarily imperfect, 
but we have knowledge of the death of 569 solicitors and 341 artic’ed 
cierka, out of a total number serving of solicitors, 3,210, and articled 
clerks, 1,458; and although we have no record of those who have been 
wounded it is certain that the number must be very much larger. For 
those solicitors, and those articled clerks who have fought and died for 
us, a memorial service was recently held in Westminster Abbey—a 
service so simple, so touching, so perfect in its prayers, its music and 
tte setting, that it seemed worthy of ite object, and no higher apprecia- 
tion could be given. We offer our grateful thanks to the Dean and 
those who enabled this tribute to be offered, and to his Majesty the 
King, the Lord Chancellor, the Prime Minister, the Master of the 
Rolls and many others for their sympathy, and to the band of the 
Grenadier Guards, who so kindly volunteered their services. But 
even the memory of such a eervice fades, for, as Matthew Arnold has 
told us— 

‘Each day brings its petty dust 
Our soon chok’d souls to fill; 
And we forget becauee we must, 
And not because we will.’’ 


It was with this feeling strong in me that I thought I would try 
during my year of office to establish a eolicitors’ war memorial. I am 
happy to say that the suggestion wae cordially received by the Council. 
A large genera! committee of solicitors practising both in London and 
the country has been formed, and a small executive committee selected, 
and our old friend, Mr. S. P. Bucknill, has kindly consented to act 
aa joint hon, secretary with Mr. Cook. The objects of the fund which 
has been accepted are threefold—l1st, the erection in the Society’s Hall 
of a visible permanent memoria! ; 2nd, the compilation of a record of 
service ; 3rd, the establishment of a re'ief fund. The question whether 
it were possib‘e to include in these obiects the unadmitted solicitor’s 
clerk, a6 well as the solicitor and articled clerk, haa been carefully 
considered, and it was decided that it was impracticable, as imposing 
on the project a burden greater than it could bear; the numbers are 
s large and the difficulties of investigation and selection so great 
that it was abandoned. The visible memorial is often a source of 
difficulty and controversy, but we hope in our proposals to avoid this 
by making it as simple as is consistent with the dignity of its subject, 
and the services of a distinguished professional man will be retained 
t» carry those out A bronze tablet will be placed in the centre of 
the wall farthest from the entrance to the hall, on which a suitable 
inscription will be placed. The following lines taken from the VI 
fEneid have been suggested :— 


* Hic manus, ob patriam pugnando vulnera passi, 
. * . * 


Quique sui memores alios fecere merendo.”’ 

But, as it would he impossible on such a memorial. or indeed on 
any visible memorial, to inscribe the names of all the fallen, it is 
proposed to compile a “ Record of Service.” This. we hope, may be 
reasonably complete, and in order to ensure this, the co-operation 
of the provincial societies, and indeed of all members of the profession 
will be enlisted, and a form of return has been prepared and wil] be 
— with this object. It is intended to include in the record 
dor thatch ee nee ae oe state in what capacities and 

rendered, what honours they 





have gained, and what fate has befallen them. To make this recor@ 
a worthy one we shall not spare expense in its production, and copies 
will be deposited in this hall and in the society's library. We intend 
that it shall be produced in sections, divided either into counties or 
other convenient form of geographical distinction, so that it may be 
obtained either as a whole or in parts. But this third object, that 
of establishing a relief fund, is the one which I hope will appeal most 
strongly to you, as it does to me. For nearly five years—while the 
best of our youth have cheerfully sacrificed their prospects, their 
health and their lives to resist German aggression and preserve freedom 
on the earth—we have carried on in undisturbed peace and quiet our 
daily avocation. Contrary to general expectation, by reason of the 
distribution of wealth consequent on war expenditure and of the mang 
problems incidental to the war and to emergenc legislation, our pro- 
fessional work has not only been maintained, but in some districts 
and in some branches considerably increased, and — of us who have 
been left at home have perhaps unconsciously, and certainly unin 
tentionally, profited by the absence of those who have been fighting 
for us. Can any claims be greater? The claim of professional bro- 
tnerhood is strong, but how much stronger is that claim when these 
facts are remembered? And in what way can we better express our 
gratitude than by the determination that, so far as in us lies, those whe 
have taken this great burden on themselves should not suffer? It is 
with this object that I plead for the establishment of a generous 
relief fund. I have heard it objected that the need of relief is 
exaggerated, if not imaginary. But I appeal to the experience of each 
one of you. Do not you all know cases—many cases—of practices 
abandoned or left to languish, of homes broken up, of wives returning 
to their parents? These are losses sustained even by those who have 
suffered no physical injury. To them must be added the cases of 
death, and of those portage even sadder cases of physical incapacity 
It is not a claim which can be met by the Solicitors’ Benevolent Society 
or by any similar society. It is not a charity we are proposing te 
dispense. It is the discharge—and it can only be an inadequate one— 
of a debt of gratitude. We wish that the expression of gratitude 
should emanate from the entire profession to those to whom it is 
due, as a whole, and not in sections or districts. While the answer te 
their country’s call has been general and widespread, it is well known 
that the profession in populous cities has been fully occupied and in 
smaller centres work has perhaps fallen off. Although therefore we 
trust, and indeed are sure that the provineial societies will help to raise 
tne necessary funds, it is proposed that there should be one fund 
available for the whole of England and Wales. But the country need 
not fear that they will be controlled from London. They are well 
represented, both on the general committee and the executive com 
mittee. The claims of country applicants will be fully considered, and 
the assistance of local advisory committees will be sought and, I am 
sure, freely rendered. It is not intended that the fund should be s 
permanent endowment fund, but that the capital, as well as the 
income, should be expended upon the intended objects. We do not 
want a repetition of the Patriotic Fund. Both the objects of the 
fund and its mode of application will be expressed in general and 
elastic terms, so that the needs of all classes of applicants can be 
considered and met. I appeal therefore for a fund of at least £100,000, 
and I am confident it will be raised. Already some members of the 
Council and a few friends have promised sums amounting to over 
£10,000. But we need the help of all and of each, according to his 
means. And after this meeting, and I hope with its sanction, I propose 
to issue the following appeal to all the members of our profession : 

“Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. ; February, 1919 
Dear Sir,—By resolution of the Council, and with the approval of 
the society in general meeting, it has been decided to establish a 
Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund, to commemorate and record the 
services of the profession, and I am authorized to invoke your sympathy 
and aid. The sanctioned proposals are :—1, The erection of a visible 
memorial in the society's hall; 2, the compilation of a ‘ Record of 
Service, which will be arranged in county or other convenient 
sections—so that sections may be obtained separately; 3, the estab 
lishment of a ‘Relief Fund’ for solicitors and their articled clerks 
who have suffered in mind, body, or estate in or through the war, and 
the families and dependants of such solicitors and clerks and of those 
who have been killed or died in the war. While the outlay on pro 
posals 1 and 2 will be small, the relief fund will require generous 
support, and it is hoped that at least £100,000 will be raised. It is 
proposed that the fund, both capital and income, be applied in the 
support, maintenance, education and advancement of the persons to 
be benefited, and that the trusts of the fund should be wide and 
elastic. A*large general committee, consisting of both town and country 
members, has been formed, from which a small executive committee 
(indicated by an asterisk in the list enclosed) has been appointed 
Care will be taken in the application of the Relief Fund to avoid 
‘ overlapping ’ where benefits from Government and other institutions 
may be enjoyed by applicants. Whether the administration of the 
fund should be entrusted to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Society or to 
+ separate body of trustees has not yet been decided. In either case 
the assistance of local advisory committees will be invited, so that 
full consideration may be given to country applicants. A preliminary 
list of donations is enclosed, together with a form, in which I invite 
you to fill in the sum you are willing to subscribe. The form should 
b2 sent by town members to the secretary of the Law Society. Chancery- 
lane. W.C., and by country members either to such secretary or te 
their own or the nearest provincial society. Donations may be spread 
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over three years, and it is suggested that any euch deferred gifts might 
be protected by the necessary testamentary provisions. I feel sure 
that the objects of the appeal will be fully recognized by all meinbers 
of our profession—by those who have suffered bereavement as a 
memorial to the fallen, by those who have been spared any such loss 
as a thank offering—Yours faithfully, Presipent.’’ I beg to move 
‘That the proposais for the establishment of a war memorial, as set 
forth in the President's appeal read at this meeting, be approved and 
submitted to the members of our profession for their generous sup 
port.” I will ask the vice-presidert to second the motion 


The Vice-Pagsipent (Mr. W. A. Sharpe, London) said he was 
quite sure that the proposition made by the president would be accepted 
unanimously by the meeting. It needed very few words from him 
to commend it to their confidence and support. Atter an unprecedented 
war, certainly an unprecedented effort was needed in order to supply 
the losses, the gaps and the penalties which the war had imposed upon 
the Profession. He would point out that what the president asked 
for—a fund of £100,000—was well within the reach of the members of 
the Profession, who numbered more than 15,000. It was a simple 
division sum to say how much would be necessary from each member 
Some would give more, some less. But he should think there would 
b; no difficulty in raising £6 from each member of the Profession, 
which would amply make up the amount which the president desired 
In issuing the appeal they were obliged to put down in the list some 
very large subscribers, but no one need be deterred from making smal! 
subscriptions because he saw large ones on the list and felt that he 
would not like to have his subscription compared with them. Large 
subscriptions would come from those who had made larger sums of 
money during the war than in previous years. But everybody had 
had economies thrust upon them by the various systems of control to 
which they had been subjected. ‘They had saved, in all probability, 
the equivalent at least of any loss of profit which had accrued from 
the war—if they had not they were very unfortunate people, and might 
have possibly to come upon this fund. He trusted there were none 
such at that meeting, but if there might be, he would appeal to them 
to do what they could to help the president in the noble effort to 
bring the fund to a successful issue. He was glad to find that the 
= proposed to distribute both capital and income, and not to 

urden future generations with a fund for which they might find 
possibly difficulty in finding applicants. 


Mr. C. E. Barry (Bristol, member of the Council) said 
that as a country solicitor he should like very cordially 
to support the proposition. He felt very strongly that, as 
the president had said, those who had been unfortunately over 
military age, and had been enabled to take no active part in the war 
and had been at home, had been enabled to conduct their businesses. 
And he believed that the experience of the majority, or, at any rate, 
of a very large number of solicitors, was that they had not suffered 
financial.y in their practices during war, and, as a matter of gratitude, 
it devolved upon them to give what they could for the relief of those 
who had fought their batties. He felt strongly that those who had 
remained behind ought to support the proposition to the very utmost 
of their power. Let them contemplate what would have been the position 
if these men had not gone. If the war had been lost, where would their 
businesses have been? Where would the country have been? They 
would, no doubt, be asked to support other funde, but he submitted 
that the very first claim upon them was to their own profession. They 
ought to hold together in every way, more than they had done in the 
past, and he could conceive no better way of doing so than by supporting 
those members of their profession who had euffered in performing their 
duty in the war. 

The motion was carried unanimously and with acclamation. 


Women AND THE Socrety’s Lectcures anp CLasses. 

The Prestpent read the folowing notice of motion which stood on 
the paper of business :—‘‘ Sir Walter Trower will give notice that at the 
annuai general meeting of the society to be held in July next, he will 
move :—‘ That in view of the pledge of the Prime Minister to remove 
all existing inequalities of the .aw as between men and women and to 
ensure for women the opportunities they seek in our schools and 
universities to fit them for the trades and professions in which they 
can suitably engage, they be admitted to the eociety’s lectures and 
classes.’ , 

ADMISSION OF WOMEN TO THE PROFESSION. 

Mr. E. A. Bect (London) said that under the bye-laws the president 
had power to vary the order of the meeting’s procedure. He asked, 
therefore, that the question of which he had given notice, and which 
stood at the end of the paper of business, should be now answered. 
His question was: ‘‘ What attitude does the Council propose to adopt 
relative to the Bill now about to be laid before Parliament providing 
for the admission of women into the legal profession? " 


The Prestpent: You are appealing to me to answer your question 
out of order. I have no objection. The answer is simply that the 
question is one on which, as is well known, there is a marked 
divergence of opinion, and it is impossible to eay now what attitude 
the Council wili adopt until the Bill is introduced, 


Mr. Bett asked, as arising out of that answer, would the Council. as 


a quasi-judicial body, preserve an attitude of benevolent neutrality 
towards the Rill’ ‘ 





The Prestpent: You are going very far. I cannot tell you im the 
least what the answer to that wi.l be. 

Mr. Beit: Are you in a position to state the extent of the majority 
of the Council in favour of the Bill’ 

The Presipent: Certainly not 


Fusion or THE PROFESSION. 


Mr. H. P. Gisporye (London) moved, according to notice, “ The 
it 8 Im the pubuc interest a6 a Measure of reconstruction that there 
should be a complete fusion between the two branches of the legal 
profession, which shoud be open to women."’ He said this was one 
of tae things which must be inc.uded in the reconstruction which was 
ooked tor He would ask permussion from the president to witudraw 


the jaet words of the motion, which referred to the admission of women 
to the profession, because he was content to .eave that question where it 

as al preset, as attention was being given to it, not alone there, 
but elsewhere. The matier was coming up later in the House of 
Commons . 


rhe Presivent; I am quite willing to give you permission to lightes 
your ship. 


Mr. Grisnorne said that reduced his motion to the mere question of 
the fusion of the two branches of the profession. A great many things 
had happened during the last four or five years, and the profession, 
as much as any other trade or business, had to see what there was im 
it that required putting in order. ‘Tney had to put their house im 
order. If this motion nad been brought betore the society years ago, 
it would have been met with the feeling that there had been a barrier 
between the Bar and solicitors for centuries, which had the sanction of 
the nation, and which was honourable and a fixture. It might have 
been honourable, but it was antiquated, and antiquity ougnt to be 
no sanction in these days, when people were looking out for improve 
ment. Paris had at this moment a council sitting, composed of repre 
sentatives of the wor.d, to try and remove what was probab.y the 
most ancient of fnstitutions—that of war. And ‘he repeated that 
antiquity was no sanction to a profession. Immemorial custom was 
at the back of this artificial division between the Bar and solicitors, but 
that was no sanction in itself. Although he looked with keen admiration 
on the Bar, he felt justified in bringing forward the motion. The Bar 
might learn something from solicitors, whilst the solicitors might learn 
something from them. This was a matter of public interest. The 
public had remained ignorant of the working of the profession, though 
it was real'y the profession with which every citizen was most c.osely con- 
cerned. If to-day they were to go into the street and make enquiry, 
there would be hardly a person who would understand that if he came 
to a solicitor for advice the solicitor would have to say, “ We cannot 
deal with you; we must pass you on to so and ao." There is a sharp 
division, and we cannot go beyond a certain point. It will mean an 
extra fee and loss of time, because you must suit his convenience,” 
What would happen if a doctor acted in the same way and said, “I 
can only diagnose. You must go to a specialist who must decide for 
you”? Or if an accountant said he could only check the figures and 
if a balance sheet was wanted he must pass his client on to the 
actuary, because he had not the necessary power’? Why, then, should 
there be the artificial barrier between the two branches of the legal 
profession? They knew that in the old days the court followed the 
king wherever he went, but at the time of Magna Charta the court 
was settled at Westminster as the Common Pleas. From that time 
the Inns of Court sprang up as a school of law, and everybody, whether 
he were an attorney or a barrister, or a layman interested in the 
law, was admitted to the,Inns for legal education and for secular 
instruction. That went on until the time of thee Stuarts, when there 
was some kind of represeentative body like the Bar Council, and 
they passed a resolution, in 1621, that no one should be allowed to 
be called to the Bar unless he had gone to the Inns of Court. No 
one, unless he had done so, would be allowed to practise in his Majesty's 
High Court, which was still represented by the Court of Common 
Pleas. The attorney was often the representative of the client more 
than any one else up to that time He could speak in the High 
Court, he could do everything. The barrister, on the other hand, or 
the serjeant, or the bencher, or, as he was called, the lesser barrister 
or student, had to confine himself to speaking in the court, to being 
the advocate. But, in 1621, this artificia) barrier was raised. It had 
no statutory sanction, and he felt sure it had no public opinion behind 
it It might have been though convenient, but at any rate it worked 


out most unfairly to the public. It might be said to them as solicitors, 
‘You could have chosen, you could have gone to the Bar if yon 
liked.”’ But it was not until a man got actually into the Profession 


that he could see how he was affected. In regard to the work of 
litigation, they felt that frequently the rule was absolutely unfair 
The solicitor was often obliged, because the other side were employing 
counsel, to follow their example Where the one side was rich and 
the other poor, the rich side could compel the other to employ a 
barrister by saying, “We are going to brief counsel,” and if the 
other side did not do so he was at a disadvantage. It was a gross 
anomaly. The law was intended to be impartial, in this country more 
than any other. He urged that this country should adopt the system 
which had been adopted by other countries Canada, America and 
other successful countries had all adopted the unified system and had 
abandoned the dual. The same was true of France, though we did 
not agree with their judicial system—ours was better, as we were 
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perfectly right in thinking. Why should we not take the good part 
eut of other systems and incorporate it in our own? The effect it 
would have in cheapening the law must be obvious. The quickening 
ef procedure would be brought about. At any rate this would be 
ene of the first steps in so doing. It was all very well to say that there 
would always be experts. Of course there would be. But, except in 
very infrequent cases, where one was obliged to go to an expert, one 
would have the man with the necessary knowledge within his own 
éircle. In ninety-nine out of a hundred cases he would have the 
man on the spot. A solicitor could say, “ There is my partner, he 
ai advocate and can take the case."’ The waste of time under tne 
resent system was very often ruinous. Then, to-day, it was more 
difficult and more expensive for a solicitor to go to the Bar than for 
the man in the street The solicitor had to pay five guineas, but 
the layman had simply to prepare a certain certificate, and he could 
go to the Bar. That proved what a division had grown up, without 
any sanction from the solicitor branch of the Profession. The public 
watched the legal profession, as attentively as, and probably much more 
so than any other profession, and if the solicitors could bring about 
any reform, could keep themselves abreast of public opinion, tneir 
position would be greatly improved. He urged that the society should 
get to work with this view. Let them not ask whether the Bar would 
agree with them, or that the subject should be referred to the Bar, but 
let them make up their minds and take the matter in hand and suew 
that this would be a great improvement, and the Bar would be in a 
very difficult position if thev fought against it. The change would 
work for the good of the profession. There were instances, perhaps, 
where it would work hardship, but that ought not to be. There 
would be other ways of getting compensation, if they could shew that 
public spirit which ought to be the prevailing motive with the lawyer. 
He was a public servant. Law was almost a national service. The 
change must be for the public benefit at large. 

Mr. Ricwarp Krxe (London) seconded the motion. He said he 
was one of those who had gone through the dual training of being 
articled and also of having read in counsel's chambers, those of 
Mr. Justice Channell and Master Chitty, and therefore to a certain 
extent, of course not to the extent of being called to the Bar, he was 
able to look at the question from two points of view. The question 
must be approached from two points of view, that of the public and 
that of the Profession. From the point of view of the public, he 
could hardly think that any one could possibly say that fusion was 
not for the benefit of the public. They were accustomed to archaic 
systems, and they worked for a time very well. But let them look 
at what had occurred in the Colonies. There they had adopted fusion. 
Every lawyer had a dual qualification, and in America and the 
Dominion they had the attorney rather than the councillor at law. 
Whilst adopting all that was best in the procedure of the mother 
country, they had abolished what was a hindrance to the public, and 
probably to the practice of the law. He had had considerable experi- 
ence with foreign clients. He knew well the commercial men who had 
had litigation conducted for them in America or the Dominions had 
n> complaint to make. He had heard most scathing remarks from 
foreign clients who had had the misfortuné to bring actions in our 
courts. There must be something wrong. His universal experience 
was that the foreign client was much dissatisfied. What happened 
was that there was a kind of dual system. The matter was brought 
before the solicitor, who could only dea] with it in part. The clrent 
to an extent was hyphenated. The junior barrister who was briefed 
alone came into contact with the solicitor, and the result was tnat 
the cuent was actually isolated from the leader. Three highly qualified 
persons were conducting a litigation which could be done by two, and 
as a consequence the expense was greatly augmented. He hoped sin- 
cerely that, both in the interest of the public and in the interest of 


the Profession, fusion would be brought about. He hoped the society 
would act, and not wait for the Bar Council to move. After all, in 
the public estimation—he did not want to say anything hostile to the 


Bar—the solicitor stood in just as high a position. 

Mr. J. C. Dopp (London) moved an amendment, which he hoped the 
mover of the resolution would adopt. He thought it a much more 
clean-cut proposition, It was, to add after the word “ public ’’ “that 
solicitors shall have audience in all courts of justice co-equal with 
barristers, and that it be referred to the Council to take the needful 
steps to effect this reform.’’ He did not like the word “ fusion.” 
It savoured too much of the melting-pot. It seemed to him they were 
a conservative body and did not want that the whole profession should 
be cast into the melting pot which a Minister might fix up for them. 
If his amendment were adopted they might get what they desired 
in a much easier way. The mover had said they would always have 
the expert in their own offices. That was a mistake. They would 
have to go to a certain man for patent law, to another certain man 
for company law, to another for workmen’s compensation law, and 
so on. The solicitor always liked to select his expert, and they could 
not keep him as a sort of tame person on the premises of any client 
that wanted him. It was therefore necessary that there should be 
a branch of the Profession in future which should specialise. It did 
not follow that solicitors should not make as good advocates as bar- 
risters, in fact their capacity in this respect had been tested over and 
ever again in county courts and magistrates’ courts, and in many 
instances the solicitor had come off as well as the barrister, and very 
eften very much better, because he knew his case beforehand. It 
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seemed to him to be an outrage that solicitors should be excluded 
from all sorts of pettifogging little courts like the mayor’s court and 
quarter sessions. Recently he had had an appeal at quarter sessions, 
and he actually was not allowed to select his own barrister, but had to 
take a barrister who attended at the sessions. He was told that if 
he briefed a man he knew, he would have to pay him a special! fee, 
as he did not practise there. That was an intolerable state of things, 
that the Bar should establish a trade union which compelled solicitors 
to pay a sort of blackmail and to obey its behests. They talked of the 
honour. and dignity of the Bar. He had lately had a case in which, 
when it was part heard, the counsel absolutely struck unless they were 
paid exorbitant refresher fees, and he had to give way, although it 
was absolutely certain he could not get the fees allowed on taxation 
If that was the honour of the Bar it seemed to him that the Bar must 
have sunk pretty low. He need only quote the warning given by 
W. 8S. Gilbert in his opera of Iolanthe. When Gilbert wrote it he 
thought that really it would sweep away the scandal. He said in the 
Lord Chancellor’s song :— 
*‘ Ere I go into court I will read my brief through, 

And I'll never take work I'm enakce to do, 

My learned profession I'l! never disgrace 

By taking a fee with a grin on my face, 

When I haven’t been there to attend to the case.”’ 

He had a case a short time eince where he was taxing a bill, and 
there was tae fee of a leader in the biil, and the leader had never been 
near the court. tie enquired why this was, and he found he had gone 
away to the sessions to get briefs there. But he demanded the fee 
all the same, He (Mr. Dodd) took the matter before Mr. Justice 
Horridge, and Mr. Justice Horridge decided against him, and the 
fee had to be paid, whiist the ieader had not oniy not been in court, 
but he had not been prevented from coming by iliness. He had simply 
gone away to get money esewhere. The Bar was killing the goose 
tnat laid the goiden eggs. 1t was ruining the profession ot the law by 
its continua] extortions, and he was absolutely certain, if once solicitors 
could get audience in ali the courts of the country, they would re-estab 
‘ish confidence in the legal profession, and the expense of the law would 
be enormously reduced. 

Mr. H. Monogr (London) seconded the amendment. He said he 
did so in no epirit of opposition to the original motion, but because 
he thought it would strengthen it. He thought this was a time when 
they shoud be practical, and this would give an opportunity of 
assimilating the two branches of the profession, so far as they might be 
assimilated, to the mutual advantage of the Bar and of solicitors, and, 
last but not least, for the benefit of the public at large, 

The Presipent: The amendment not speak of assimilation 
The amendment is that eo:icitors should have audience. 

Mr. Moncer eaid he would withdraw the word “ assimilation,’’ The 
question of audience had long been a burning question. The very heavy 
fees which were paid to counsel would often be saved. He believed the 
change woud be for the benefit of the Bar by the working together 
of the two branches. The solicitor branch paid duty every year to 
the revenue, but the Bar were not called upon to pay anything. He 
argued that the change wou'd give the Bar an opportunity of being put 
upon the same level as the other branch, and it would be a tribute in 
these democratic daye to the revenue when money was 60 much needed. 

The Prestpent asked Mr. Gisborne whether he accepted tle 
amendment. 

Mr Gisporne said he felt some difficulty about doing so. He was 
not inclined to. 

Mr. G. B. Croox (Pur'ey) said he had handed in to the secretary 
in amendment which was actually more practical that that which had 
been ‘moved, but its spirit was the same. That being ¢0, he would 
support the amendment. The amendment he proposed wae 

The Prestprnt: We cannot discuss a second amendment until that 
before the meeting is disposed of. 

Mr. Croox eaid he did not propose to move the amendment. He was 
merely pointing out what he had proposed to do. He proposed sub- 
stantially the same as the amendment before the meeting. His proposi- 
tion was that the Council should be asked to promote a Bill in Parl'ament 
giving to solicitors audience in every court and before every tribunal 
in the realm. The motion proposed ama‘gamation with the Bar. In 
support of amalgamation they had heard arguments which had been 
entirely limited to the question of audience in the courts, and that did 
not cover the whole greund. Counsel were indebted to the soliciters 
in many ways, as solicitore were indebted to counsel in other ways. 
For instance, the solicitor sitting in hie office had brought to that 
office everv sort and condition of man and every kind of question, 
simple and intricate. He had heard it said that the Colonial and 
American system was better than our own. He had been in the courte 
in America. and he had had every opportunity of studying the adminietra- 
tion of the law in America and Canada and of becoming intimately 
acquainted with it. The long distances in America had very large'y 
hroucht ahout the system there. A case was brought to an attorney— 
it micht be simple or difficu’t—but he wae bound to advise upon it. 
There was no counsel to advise him upon a difficu't point. If he 
wanted he'p he took a partner. The practice was to have large firms. 
One member would take one department, and annther another ; and one 
deportment was able to keep a partner occunied. The resu't was that 
in all the cones of advocacy that came to the firm they were lim'ted 
to the abi’ities of the partner who undertook that branch of the 
business. Whereas in this country a client went into the solicitor’s office 
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knowing that the solicitor could obtain any assistance he thought 
desirable. The solicitor could go to the counsel who was most eminent 
or best acquainted with the particular kind of case. The best expert 
assistance was at the disposal of every client who came into the 
solicitor’s office. That was the very great difference between our 
system and that of America. And the result of his observation was 
that the English system, with all its faults, was infinitely better from 
the client’s point of view than the American. The proposition to 
follow the example of those who by reason of their recent history, the 
long distances and other matters, had to do the best they could under 
difficult circumstances, was not reasonable. Our system enabled every 
man to get the best possible advice and to do the very best he could 
in every case. He supposed the cases that actually came before the 
courts were not ten per cent. of the whole that came into a solicitor’s 
office. The law was principally administered in the offices of the 
solicitor. The real and only difficulty which experience had pointed 
out was that solicitors had not audience in the courts co-extensive with 
that of counsel. He agreed that that was one of the things which 
should be reformed, and that solicitors should have audience in all the 
courts equally with the Bar. The Council had in the past taken an 
attitude with regard to the matter which there was no occasion to 
criticise, but every reason to praise. They had been instrumental in 
raising the county court jurisdiction to £20, then to £50, and then to 
£100. Why did the Council support that? The Council saw that, 
whereas solicitors had already a position in the county courts, the 
audience would be gradually enlarged. He had gone into the county 
courts in a great number of instances in cases under £100, and had met 
there solicitors who were thoroughly capable of advocacy, and who 
often met counsel on the other side, and with success. He had no 
doubt that 50 per cent of solicitors practising in those courts met 
counsel on the other side. The wig made no difference at all. “A 
man’s a man for all that,’’ and so was a lawyer. He had never known 
a case where a solicitor had been engaged, either against a solicitor or 
a counsel, where the solicitor had been criticised as to his conduct 
of the case even by a defeated litigant. The fusion brought about in 
that manner had worked well. What was proposed now was simply 
to enlarge that fusion by the admission of solicitors to audience in all 
the courts and tribunals in the realm. He did not agree with Mr. 
Gisborne that in the general fusion everything was to be pulled 
down in order to be reconstructed. He had travelled in most countries 
and had watched scientifically the administration of the law, and he 
knew that in England it was a pattern to the world. He knew that 
whenever a man, in whatsoever part of the earth he might live, called 
upon the name of justice, if he wanted a pattern for that justice it 
was English justice that he looked to. England was the foremost 
country in the world, even under the antique system which had been 
described, and he hoped there would be found always among them the 
spirit of progress which would enable them to look at any part even 
of their own conduct and to correet it; but let them do that and 
not go beyond that, and don’t let them pull down that which was 
good. He most cordially supported the proposition that the Council 
should bring forward and support by every means in their power the 
placing of solicitors on an equal footing with the Bar before all 
tribunals. 


Mr. C. F. Kennepy (London) said he had been in Australia. In 
Victoria they had originally exactly the same Judicature Act as here, 
with the same discrimination between the Bar and the solicitor. In 
1890 an Amalgamation Act was passed by the legislature of the Colony, 
which brought about a fusion of the two branches of the Profession. 
For eight or nine years he had practised there, and acted both as 
barrister and solicitor. There was no distinction between the two, 
and it was found that the system worked most admirably. For the 
public it was a great benefit, because it cheapened litigation. It cast 
& greater sense of responsibility on the solicitor in advising clients 
whether to go into litigation or not, and a much greater responsibility 
in preparing the cases he had to put before the courts himself. The 
Bar remained—those that were included as experts. If the solicitor 
had a case which was too heavy in the matter of law, or the number 
ot facts or witnesses, he took it to an expert who practised purely 
and simply in that department. They were members it was true of 
the old Bar, but when he was leaving after nine years they were men 
who had been admitted as solicitors, and who acted as barristers, as 
experts who had attained to a particular position. That. course of 
procedure would happen here undoubtedly. The last speaker seemed 
to be labouring under a delusion in thinking that under amalgamation 
or fusion there would not be the same experts just.as there were now. 
He ventured to assert that there would be better, and for the main 
reason that the experts would go through the practical course, not the 
theoretical merely, as solicitors, and as the natural bent of their mind 
and intellect showed they were qualified for specialisation, they would 
specialise. They would get the reputation of being experts, and those 
who practised as general practitioners would have the benefit of their 
knowledge. How did a man become a specialist? Because he got into 
some leader's chambers, he practised as a specialist. He might not 
have the necessary bent of mind, but, simply because he was in those 
chambers, he specialised on the cases that came before him, and in 
time was an expert. The other system of amalgamation was much 
better for the members of the Profession, for the public and for 
everybody concerned. If the amendment was carried there would be 
two branches of the profession, the barristers with their special rights 
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aud privileges, from whom no doubt the judges would be chosen, and 
Lae mierior members, wit equa: mghte of audience, but who wouid 
a dillerent position irom the genliemen sitting on high, who 
would be a difierent ciass. That woud not be to the interest of the 
to the interest of litigation, Ii taere was wo 
ve the right of audience to soicitors in ad courts, Jet there be an equal 
rignt in ev ery possible respect, Another matter ol the utmost unpo: bance 
was the question 01 fees. Une of the greatest evils of the present time 
was the monstrous and exorbitant tees counsel, ‘The 
anomaly of the barrister branch was that they migot charge any extra 
ordinary lee they It was unjust and uniair, and against the 
inverest of the pub.ic. In the iast two sittings of the Divorce Court 
there were about 1,000 undefended cases, many of them concerning poor 
pevup.e, and a barrister had to be empuoyed, ol course, in each case, 
it was monstrous that that snould be necessary, when the soucitor 
was perfectiy capable of conducting these cases. Many of these peop.e 
were forced to go into court, and wo drag out of them, or out of their 
reiations, the fees for counsel, when the solicitor coud have conducted 
their cases, Was monstrous. In many cases the solicitor was not abie 
to charge a penny for his own services, everything had to go in fees 
to counsel, ‘Ihe sooner the anomaity oi the Bar coud be got rid of, and 
that business men cou.d serve the interests of the pubic, the better. 

Mr. KE. W. Topv-Jongs (London) said it eeemed to him that these 
two propositions had a very distinct difference. The complete fusion 
suggested by the motion wou dl seem to put the solicitor and the barrister 
on a level, so that the barrister would have the right of seeing chente 
in hie chambers, and would run a staff of cerks. That would be the 
case if the so.icitor was to go into court. But the amendment meant 
some advantage for the solicitor, and that the barrister should continue 
to occupy his present position. His experience, as one who had been 

practice for some time in one of the outlying districte, was the 
hange would be a very great help to the pub.ic, and the public interest 
was the first thing to be considered. Tne solicitor was in the habit 
of sitting in the office and working the case up; sometimes he worked 
it up for «ix months—he lived with it—and knew the facte and the 
letters. It was very much to the interest of the client that the solicitor 
shouid go into court with the possession of the knowledge he had gained, 
ind not to take an enormous amount of time, troub.e and expense in 
putting these facte into the mind of the barrister—and they did not 
uwaye sink into the mind of the barrister. The solicitor had to be 
very watchful for every word that came from the barrister, and had to 
correct him very often, having all the facts within his knowledge, 
whist the barrister sometimes had the brief pitched at his head the 
y before the hearing, or even the night before. He thought the 
amend was not fair to the Bar, and would support the motion. 

Mr. E. O. Simpson (Leeds) said he felt a little difficulty about the 
amendment because it seemed to him a somewhat unsatisfactory half 
way house to the general question. He thought it did lend iteelf to 
the objection that after all there must be between eolicitors and the 
other branch a certain degree of mutuality. Therefore, the Bar might 
not unreasonably say, ‘‘If you claim audience in every court we, on 
the other hand, ought to enlarge our boundaries and participate to 
some iegitimate extent in your business as eolicitors.’’ That was 
the logical conclusion, and, considered from that point of view, at was 
almost a fatal objection to carrying the amendment if they hoped for 
any practical resu:t. The motion had been brought forward by a 
gentleman who was still a —— young man. It was a question 
for the young men of the profession. He said that with every respect 
for those whom they saw present who were somewhat more advanced 
in years, and he did hope that, in taking this question into consideration, 
they would bear in mind that they were the trustees of the profession, 
not only for their generation, but for the young fellows who would 
come aiter them in the profession. He would undertake to say that 
if any young fellow entering the profession were given to understand 
that there was open to him the career of unlimited advocacy, and 
that he would not be shut off, as the solicitor branch was at one time, 
from that wider glamour of life which ought to strike a young fellow 
entering the profession—if he knew that education and practice and 
experience would qualify the coming generation of solicitors to hold 
as high a position as men at the Bar—it would be the greatest stimulus 
to him. Therefore, he commended the motion for discussion in the 
light of what the profession was to be made in the future. He used 
to be opposed to amalgamation, but experience in America and Canada, 
with attendance on the spot, had perfectly eatisfied him that all the 


reasons he had read againat it were mere paper reasons, and he 
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had come to the conclasion that, both in the public interest and in the 
interest of the profession, amalgamation was not only desirable, but 
inevitab.e, at some future time. The trend of evidence was in that 
direction, and its consummation wae certain to be brought about. 
The public point of view was unanswerable. How could one 
defend the enormous expenses to which clients were, to he 
mind, absolutely unnecessary subjected, especially in minor legal 
proceedings? In the country, although 
they had very good counsel, there was not the wide choice that there 
‘ tors were necessarily thrown more or less on 


Take the case of arbitrations 


was e.sewhere, and eolici 
their own resources. In arbitrations, in licensing 
advocates acted with the greatest success. Other solicitors might have 
had no experience f advoca y because they had never taken Pp rt in 
these cases, and they might go to counsel, but that was the only 
reason why they should be required to do so. In America or Canada 
you met your counsel face to face. There was none of that extra 
ordinary isolation between the barrister and his client which existed 


g matters, solicitor 


here Let them consider the administration of justice among the 
poor. In criminal matters one saw the solicitor defending his client 
admirably. He had to go to the quarter sessions before the same 


justices, and then he could not appear, but must brief counsel. Neither 
could he appear at the sessions, however admirably he understood and 
had onducted the case Some of the suggestions made by Lord 
Alverstone in his book of ‘‘ Reminiscences were that it was most 
desirable that there should be a fresh mind brought to bear in the case, 
that if you grew up with a case and knew all about it your judgment 
was warped and you made errors. There was nothing whatever in 
that. He had known many solicitor advocates, and he was bound to 
say that, if one asked the benches before whom they appeared, the 
last thing they would suggest was that they did not form a judgment 
how to conduct a case. This was a great question in which the public 
were very des py interested. He could only come to one fair-minded 
conclusion, namely, that this was not only a desirable improvement, but 
that it was inevitable 

Mr. M. M. Bryta (London) said a point had been raised by the last 
speaker, namely, that if solicitors had the right of audience, barristers 
would be given the right of approach to the publi Hle thought the 
consideration of the whole matter should be guided by the interests 
of the publi It seemed to him to be to the interest of the public 


that the solicitors should have the right to go into courts of every 
description as an advocate. He supported the amendment. If the 
original motion was carried, it must lead to the barrister having the 
right to see clients, and he did not see | that would be to the 


interests of the publi mainly on the ground that barristers gained 
their knowledge more from books, whilst solicitors derived theirs from 


experience and dealing with men 


Mr J. R B GREGORY L yndon, M rm be f the Council) said he 
entirely agreed that the benefit of the public must be the final weight 
in the balance which determined this que n; but let them pause 


for a moment to see what effect it was going to have on their branch 
of the Profession. It seemed to him that by any alteration they had 
all to lose and nothing to gair Solicitors had at the present moment 
the right to draw their pleadings, to draw their conveyances, to appear 
in the county courts, to appear before many tribunals, and the only 
thing they were precluded from was the right of audience in the 
High Court. If they were going to have that, what were they going 
to give for it? They were going to give the right to compete with 
them in interviewing their clients, in drawing their documents, and 
in the whole business of their offices. He was not going to ask them 
to fasten that on the motion or anything of the kind, but he did ask 
them, before they came to a decision on the motion, just to consider 
for a moment whether, if it were carried out, the solicitor branch had 
’ rhe greatest possible argument in 
support of the motion was the increase of the expense of litigation by 
the necessity of employing counsel, and the fees that had to be paid 
to them. That was a matter for the counsel to consider, and that was 
a matter which must be dealt with, because if this enormous increase 
went on, an increase which had risen by leaps and bounds even in 
his time, there must be an end to litigation altogether. 

Mr. Harvey Crirton (London) said that if the Profession did not 
reform itself he felt quite sure that it would be reformed from out- 
side. He received a letter from Manchester in which the writer eaid 
that his firm brought an action for the appropriation of a trade mark 
After proceeding some time the expenses became so great that they 
found they could not afford them, and they withdrew. paying the 
costs. He honestly felt that unless the Profession reformed itself thev 
would have reform imposed upon them. It was not a question between 
the two branches, but between themselves and the public. They all 
knew that the rules of court and the scales of costs practically bribed 
solicitors to increase the costs of litigants. They know quite well 
that in many cases it paid them far better to employ counsel than to 
do certain work themselves With regard to Australia and the 
Colonies, he had never seen the slightest difficulty there by resco 
amalgamation. If they had the half-way house provided by the 
amendment, that would not meet the case at all. They would be in 
the position to employ, if they chose, a barrister, and there would 
arise the same difficulty. The unsuccessful litigant would still have 
a double expense to meet. Everyone present would recognise the in- 


not all to lose ind very ittle to gain 


creasing power of labour in the land. Did they think it likely ¢ 
unless they reformed and brought about a onion which veuled “3 
id eave the 


the people as a whole, the Labour Party in the future wou 








Profession alone? From chats he had had with some of their leaders, 
he had come to the conclusion that they had a feeling for a sort of 
national legal service. The Profession did not want that, because they 
were quite able to look after legal matters. All that was wanted was 
a short Act declaring that, after a certain date, every barrister and 
solicitor should be entitled to practise in both branches of the Pro 
fession, and all the difficulties about which so much was heard would 
disappear, because it would be to the interest of the Profession, as 
one united who.e, to make common-sense reign in order to put aside all 
that was not sensible, and that made it so difficult for them to defend 
themselves to the client when the bill of costs went in. The society 
had led reform in many ways. He congratulated Mr. Gisborne on the 
courage he had shown in bringing the matter forward. 


Mr. F. Bvuroeiss (London) said that during the last two 
years the younger members of the profession had been 
absent, and the older members had undoubtedly benefited 


by the increase of practice which had resulted. If these 
proposals were carried there was one way in which the older 
members of the profession could shew their desire to assist others, and 
that would be by he!ping to make a wider distribution of the lega 


business of the future amongst the whole of the profession. There was 
undoubtedly amongst business men a tremendous vo.ume of feeling 


about the heavy expense in legal matters, and they were insisting that 
something should be done to yemedy it. It shut out a vo.ume of business ; 
if it were carried out they would have the eatisfaction of knowing 
that they were giving back to the younger men the business which 
during the last few years they had undoubtedly lost 

Mr. W. H. Harttey (President of the Burnley Law Society), as a 
country member, expressed the hope that before the Council took any 
action upon any vote that might be come to, an opportunity would be 
given to the Associated Provincial Law Societies of expressing their 
opinion 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. Beit moved a further amendment, ‘‘ That the Council approach 
the Bar Counci! with a view to considering the question, and, if thought 
expedient, forming a joint report on the subject.”’ 

Mr. F. Martetuctt (London) seconded the amendment, 

The amendment was negatived by a large majority. 

The motion was then adopted, ninety-five vetes being given in its 
favour, and twenty-five against. 

Mr. E. R. Crump (London) asked for a poll, 

The Prestpent: It will be a very great expense to the eociety. It 
will cost at least £100. 

Mr. Cremp: I think we ought to have one, whatever the cost. 

Twenty of the members , having signified their desire for a poll, 

The Precipent said that a meeting would be held for the purpose oi 
receiving the resu't on Friday, the 28th inst. He appointed Mr. A. W. 
Gosden, Mr. L]. Gwynne Jones, Mr. A. J. Loggette, Mr. W. G. Weller 
and Mr. H. Sydney Wright ae ecrutineers., 


REMUNERATION OF SOLICITOR? 

Mr. H. N. Poruecary (London) asked whether the president would 
inform the meeting what steps had been taken to increase the remunera 
tion of solicitors, and whether, having regard to the admitted increase 
of salaries with the other expenses, and the great increase in the cost 
yf living, and the likelihood of this increase being largely permanent, 
iny further steps were to be taken to obtain further remuneration beyond 
the 20 per cent., and, if so, what further steps were contemplated ” 

The Prestpent : The answer I have prepared will not go very far. The 
question of professional charges is one in which the members of the 
Coundil, with the rest of the profession, are much interested. Tho 
Council are alive to the arguments in Mr. Pothecary’s question, and if 
a favourable opportunity should arise they will, no doubt, seek to 
take advant age of it. 

COUNTY COURT JURISDICTION. 

At a meeting of the Council of the Law Society in December, says 
the Law Society's Gazate for January, the Chairman of the County 
Courts Committee reported that they had considered communications 
referred to them by the Council on the 12th July and the 25th October 
last respectively, relative (1) to the conferring of jurisdiction upon t 
County Courts in divorce cases; and (2) to the general extension of 
jurisdiction of the County Courts. The Committee had considered bot 
matters in the light of two Reports of Committees presented to, and 
adopted by, the Council on the 10th March, 1910, and the 6th December 
1912, respectively; and they recommended the Council :— 

“1. To confirm their previous resolutions as to divorce proceedings 
with an alteration in (6) making income the only test of means 
as follows :— 

“* (a) Jurisdiction in divorce cases should be conferred on 
the County Court. 

“*(b) Such jurisdiction should be limited to cases in which 
the joint incomes of the petitioner and respondent are less than 
than £160. 

“*(¢) The jurisdiction should be exercised by the Judge alone, 

amount 


l€ 


I 


who should have power to assess damages limited to the 
of £100. 

“*(d) The jurisdiction should be conferred on all County 
Courts. 


Ay The existing rights of audience in the County Courts 
should apply to Divorce causes 
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“*(f) A moderate scale of fees should be fixed for Divorce 
causes,’ 

**2. To confirm the resolution of the Council approving of the 

main provisions of the County Courts Bill, 1912, which included the 


conferring of unlimitied jurisdiction in Common Law matters upon | 


County Courts, subject to an absolute rght of removal on the part 
of the defendant to the High Court.”’ 


The Council resolved that the Report be adopted subject, as to divorce 
cases, to the modifications (a) that the joint incomes of petitioner and 
respondent are less than £200; and (6) that cases should, in general 
be tried in the County Court of the district in which the petitioner and 
respondent were co habiting immediately prior to the commencement ol 
proceedings 





Law Association, 

The monthly Board of Directors was held at the Law Society's Hall 
on Thursday, Sth January, 1919, Mr. Ernest E. Bird in th 
chair. The other directors present were: Mr. T. H. Gardiner and 
Mr. Spencer Whitehead, treasurers; Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr. P. E 
Marshall, Mr. A. E. Pridham, Mr. W. P. Richardson, Mr. W. M 
Woodhouse; and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £100 
was voted in relief of deserving cases. Twenty-eight new members 
were elected, and other general business transacted. 





United Law Society. 


The Committee of the above Society have decided, in response to 
humerous requests, to resume the meetings of the Society which were 
discontinued in 19)5 owing to the war. 

A meeting» will accordingly be held on Monday, 24th February, at 
the Common Room, Middle Temple (by kind permission of the Benchers 
of the Middle Temple), at 7.30 p.m. The subject for discussion will be 
“ That this House is of opinion that the formation of a League of 
Nations is the most effective method of preventing future war.’’ 

Barristers, solicitors, Bar students, articled clerks and matriculated 
students of any University studying for a Law School or a Degree in 
law, or who have plassed the examination in such school or the 
examination qualifying them for such Degree, are eligible for election to 
the Society. Gentlemen desirous of becoming members are requested to 
communicate with the Hon. Secretary, who can be seen personally at 
the Common Room, Middle Temple, at any of the Society’s meetings 
Members are requested to communicate any change of address to the 
Hon. Secretary. : F 


Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 

At the annual meeting of the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Associa 
tion, on Sth January, says the “/'imes, it was announced that the 
association had become affiliated with the National Federation of Law 
Clerks, formed to emphasize the need of a national organization. It 
was pointed out that there were various local societies in London and 
the country, but their influence was circumscribed, and in many dis 


tricts law clerks were without any organization. The increased cost | 


of living, the employment of female assistance, the probable admission 
of women as solicitors, and the change’ impending in legal administra 
tion, made it imperative that both male and female clerks should have 
a powerful organization. 





(*.* Weare obliged to hold over till next week the continuation of 
the summary of the recommendations as to valuation of Mr. Leslie 
Scott's Committee. ] 


Laws of the Air. 


At a meeting of the British Academy, held on Wednesday, says the 
times, Sir F. G. Kenyon, president, in the chair, Dr. H. D. Hazeltine, 
formerly of Harvard, Reader in English Law at the University of Cam 
Te read a paper on ‘‘ Sovereignty and the World’s Air Laws,’’ in 
which he said :— 

The solution of many of the technical problems connected with com- 
munication through space by means of wireless telegraphy and tele 
phony and aircraft raises many questions in national, Imperial and 
international aerial law. The question of immediate importance is the 
establishment of international aerial navigation upon a legal basis. The 
juridical basis upon which the world’s aerial laws will rest is the doctrine 
of the State's sovereignty in all its air-spaces. The history of terri 
torial and maritime sovereignty illumines this doctrine of aerial 
sovereignty Maritime sovereignty survives to-day only in the case of 
territorial waters. ; / . 





THe SOVEREIGNTY oF THE AIR. 

State sovereignty over territory and sea involved sovereignty over the 
Zone of air space immediately above them; and States have always 
viewed themselves as sovereign in the entire air space above their terri 
tories and territorial waters usque ad coelum. This principle of aerial 
sovereignty has been vigorously defended during the war by both belli 
gerent and neutral States ‘ ‘ 

As a result of this historical development the world’s air spaces may 
Le divided into two classes. There are, firet, the air spaces above the 
high seas, which are as free and open to the ps navigation of 

uations as the high seas are free and open to the maritime 








———— 
navigation of all States Secondly, there are the air spaces above 
the territories and territorial waters of sovereign States, which to-day 
sre closed to foreign aircraft., Before there can be international flight 
of a civil and commercial character it will be necessary to obtain the 
consent of sovereign States. The law of aerial navigation will thus be 
based upon international conventions and the municipal legislation ot 





the various States of the world 

in framing the fundamental principles to be embodied in an intet 
ational convention, maritime laws will serve as a useful guide On 
the analogy of the distinction between public and private ships it woula 
eem de sirabl to draw a sharp line of separation as between pul he and 
private au ratt Public aircraft w be those enuaged in the service 
rt Stale for military po othe } iblic purposes, and com 
mamnded by auly « mmissioned officials Avain, as in the case of ships 
sircraft must be invested with natiot lity, which would give the mght 

fly the flag of the national State and to receive its diplomatic prote: 
tio All public aircraft will, of course, possess the nationality of thei 
flag I'wo criteria of the nationality of private aircraft bave been sug 
ested. One of these is that the national! ty shall be that of the owner 
I} second is the domicile of the owner within the State conferring 
nationality Under this test nationality would be conferred on the ai 
craft of domiciled aliens. The international aerial convention drafted 
by the Paris Conference of 1910 makes registration depend entirely upon 
the nationality of aircraft But nationality and registration are two 
distinct principles. Inasmuch as the chief purpose of registration is 
the safety of aerial navigation and of the public, aircraft owned by 
domiciled aliens should be registered. This registration ought not to 
confer nationality 

In addition to providing for the distinction between public and 
private aircraft and their national ty and registration, the international 
ynvention ought also to contain rules in regard to the granting of cert) 
ficates of navigability and licences to pilotg and mechanics. Further 
more t must determine the nature of the Focht of foreign aircraft tm 
t torial airspace, the rules to be observed upon entering and during 
flight within such airspace, and the regulations to be followed concern 
in istoms and landings 

Laws ror Free NAVIGATION 

Although the high ¢eas are open to the free navigation of all nations 
ind are not within State sovereignty, there has been established a cer 
tain legal order upon the high seas which prevents them from being 
lawless regions. In a similar way the air space above them will be sul 
jected to the rules of law. Thus, aircraft possessing a State's nation 
ality will be subject to the laws of such State while flying over the high 
seas. Aerial piracy, should it ever exist, will be punished with the 


ime severity as 1s maritime piracy 
In. drawing up rules for the regulation of international flight within 
territorial air spaces, one of the most difficult problems will be to deter 
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mine the nature of the right to be accorded to foreign aircraft. A 
study of the rights of foreign watercraft in the waters under the 
sovereignty of States will be suggestive. But the analogy of the right 
of innocent passage through territorial waters seems to be, there- 
fore, an unsafe one to follow. In the present stage of aeronautical 
development it is far wiser to accord to foreign aircraft a more limited 
right—namely, a permission of licence to fly, revocable for grave cause, 
such as intentional entry of prohibited zones. The conventional grant 
of a licence will further international flight and at the same time pro 
tect the interests of each sovereign State. The licence to fly will in 
clude the right to land at such places as may Le designated by each 
territorial State 

In all civilized countries much valuable work has been done towards 
the drafting of international conventions and municipal legislation in 
regard to aerial navigation. In this country the Civil Aerial Transport 
Committee has studied the problems with great care and published 
reports of value. Especially important is the view expressed by the 
committee that the doctrine of aerial sovereignty is essential to the wel 
fare and defence of the United Kingdom and the Empire. The future 
aerial convention between Great Britain and her Allies will probably 
follow the main lines of the draft convention of the Paris Conference 
of 1910, as amended and amplified by the suggestions of the Civil Aerial 
Transport Committee and similar bodies in other countries. The main 
lines of the draft Aerial Navigation Bill, modelled largely on the Mer 
chant Shipping Acts, will probably Le embodied in the forthcoming 
legislation - Parliament 





Chila’s Birth and Death in: Geol. 


At Holloway Prison, on Oth January, says the 7'imes, a coroner's jury 
returned a verdit of ‘‘ D@&ith from natural causes’’ im the case of the 
child of Elsie Evelyn Allen, a single young woman and an inmate of the 
gaol. The medical evidence showed that the child was prematurely born 
and only lived nineteen hours. 

William Walter Allen, bootmaker, of Ecclesfield, Sheffield, said that 
some time ago his daughter was a machinist at some motor works in 
Sheffield. ‘She was taken away from home by ‘a man,’ he continued, 
“eight months ago, when she was only just over seventeen. I made 
inquiries and found that he had published the banns. I found, too, he 
was a married man and had had three years for bigamy and twelve months 
for burglary. When he took her away he gave her jewellery and things. 
When she left him she took some of the jewellery away with her. The 
man went to the police and took out a warrant. She was arrested and 
convicted at Doncaster of stealing. She was sent for three years’ Borstal 
treatment.”’ 

Dr. Forward, senior medical officer and deputy-governor of the gaol, 
said that the child was prematurely born. Women sentenced to Boretal 
treatment. passed through Holloway for medical examination. The gir! 
was suffering from venereal disease, both gonorrh@a and syphilis. 

Dr. Spildbury said that“death was due to heart failure due to congenital 
syohilie and premature birth 

The Coroner (Dr. Wa'do): I suppose it ie only doctors and coroners and 
a few others who know about this plague. It is only lately that the 
Prese has referred to venereal disease, but it is much better for the people 
to be educated on the subject. If more was known about it, and the new 
treatment also, perhaps in time it would be eradicated. 





Application to Restore “ Sanatogen” 
as a Trade Mark. 


In the Patents Court, on 30th January, says the Times, Genatosan 
(Limited), Cheniesstreet, W., a company which, counsel gaid, was 
registered by Lord Rhondd'’s syndicate, applied to have the trade-mark 
‘* Sanatogen ’’ restored to the register, Genatoean (Limited) claimed 
that they had bought from the Comptroller-General the business, good- 
will, atock-in-trade, secret proceswes, and factory im England of one 
Wulfing, a German, who at the beginning of the war was carrying on the 
business to which the word applied, having acquired it from the German 
firm of Bauer. Mr. Kerly, K.C, for Genatosan (Limited), claimed that 
the process was secret, and that they alone made that to which the name 


ly applied. 

Mer. “mean opposed the restoration of the trade-mark om behalf of 
Boote Pure Drug Company, British Sanatogen Company (Limited), the 
Drug Club, representing the large wholesale manufacturers, the Chemists’ 
Supply Association, representing the large retailing chemists, Casein 
(Limited), Messrs. John Lorimer, and Messrs, Southall Brothers and 
Barclay. Most of them, he said, had either manufactured or sold Sanato- 
gen under that name. Firms manufacturing during the war knew there 
was a probability, when the war was over, of these marks being given 
back to the Germans. Genatosan (Limited) had a direct title from the 
original maker. 

Mr, Temple Franks, the Comptroller-General, said that he must take 
tame to consider the position. 

Mr. Kerly observed that last week Mesars, Boots ordered over £10,000 
worth of Sanatogen from Genatosan (Limited). Counsel added that the 

state of things was a trap, and an incautious trader might land 

Fimeeif on a serious course of business and his clients in great expense, 








Conscientious Objectors. 


In a letter to the Times of Wth January Mr. A. Clutton Brock says :— 

I believe it ‘# true that, since the Armistice, more than eighty con- 
scientious objectors have been tried, and that most of them have been 
sentenced to two years’ hard labour. During the war the problem of 
the conscientious objector wae perhaps insoluble. But now surely the 
problem no longer exists. We muat all have been unwilling to punish 
those who were really obeying their consciences, however mistaken. But 
this continuance of punishment, when the necessity is past, looks merely 
vindictive. The Armistice might be an amnesty for these unfortunate 
men, many of whem have suffered greatiy, and most of whom can now 
again become useful citivens. 

It is said, I believe, that to release them would be to treat them better 
than soldiers not yet demobilized ; and that, if released, they will get the 
jobs which soldiers ought to get. But both these objections would be 
met if they were detained in camps, which are not prisons. 








National Prohibition Poll'in New 
| Zealand. 


A special licensing poll of all the electors of New Zealand (including 
members of the Expeditionary Forces who may be out of New Zealand) 
has been fixed for 10th April. Two alternative proposals are to be sub. 
mitted, namely :—(1) That national prohibition ay 4 compensation shall 
come into force throughout New Zealand. (2) That licences for the sale 
of intoxicating liquor shall continue to be granted. The result is to be 
determined by a bare majority. IZf the result is ig favour of national 
vrahibition, the termination will come into force on 30th June, 1919. 
If the decision is in favour of national continuance there will be sub- 
mitted at the next ordinary licensing poll three proposals :—(1} Nationa? 
continuance ; (2) national prohibition without compensation ; (3) State 
_ hase and control. Sir Thomas Mackenzie, High Commissioner for 
New Zealand, has in hand the matter of taking the soldiers’ votes, and 
has already appointed a Chief Electoral Officer to conduct the poll in 
~~}? ind and the Continent, and also an officer to act in a similar capacity 
in Egypt. 

The ballot will be taken, not only im the camps, &c., where New 
Zealand soldiers are located, but also on all transporte and hospital ships 
carrying New Zealand troops which are at sea on 10th April, and all 
those on the strength of the New Zealand Expeditionary Force (includ- 
ing nurses) are entitled to vote. 


Companies. 


National Provincial and Union Bank of England 
(Limited). 

The annual general meeting of the shareholders of the National Pro- 
vincial and Union Bank of England (Limited), was held on 30th Janu- 
ary, at the head office, 15, Bishopsgate, under the presidency of Lord 
Inchcape. 

Mr. D. J. H. Cunnick (the senior general manager) having read the 
notice convening the meeting and the auditors’ report, 

The chairman, who was cordially greeted, in the course of his speech, 
said :—Ladies and gentlemen, I presume it will be your pleasure, as 
usual, to take the report and accounts as read. 








AMALGAMATION WITH THE UNION OF LONDON AND SMITHS BANK. 


At an extraordinary general meeting of the shareholders which was 
held on 11th March, 1918, it was decided to amalgamate with the Union 
of London and Smiths Bank, and this decision was duly confirmed at a 
subsequent extraordinary general meeting held on 27th March, 1918, 
and the amalgamation accordingly took place as from 1st January, 1918. 
Particulars of the terms of fusion have already been furnished to the 
shareholders, and it is therefore not necessary for me to refer to them 
to-day. We have now had nine months’ experience of the amalgamation, 
and it may be sufficient to say that we have no occasion to regret it. 
Everything is working perfectly smoothly, the board and the staff are 
compietely united, and we have long ceased to consider ourselves a8 
separate institutions. I mentioned last year that when the contem- 
plated amalgamation took place our deposits would be £175,000,000. 
To-day they exceed £200,000,000, including the deposits of the bank 
referred to later on. I also mentioned a year ago that if the amalzam- 
ation took place our reserve fund would be £4,000,000. To-day it stands 
at £4,850,000. : 

INCREASE OF CAPITAL AND RESERVES. 

In view of our increased deposits the Directors have felt it necessary 
to take power to increase the nominal capital of the bank from 
£36,000,000 to £51,000,000 in 250,000 shares of £60 each. It is now 
proposed to issue 131,003 of these shares of the nominal value of £60 
with £12 paid, and the necessary Treasury sanction has been obtained 
for the issue. An extraordinary general meeting of the shareholders was 
called on 15th January to consider this proposal, and it was unanimously 
adopted. Another extraordinary general meeting is required to confirm 
the resolution, and this will be held immediatel ter the present 
general meeting. If the resolution is confirmed, 130,402 shares will be 
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offered to the existing shareholders in proportion to their holdings at the 
price of £24 per share for the £60 share with £12 paid up. As the 
shares at present are worth £34 to £35 in the market, I have no doubt 
they will all be applied for. You will observe there is a difference of 
691 shares between the number we shall offer to the shareholders and 
the number we propose at present to issue. These 691 shares are the 
balance which are not divisible amongst the shareholders without going 
into complicated fractions. They will be dealt with as the directors 
may hereafter determine in the best interests of the bank. The £12 
premium which we shall obtain on these 151,093 shares will amount to 
£1,573,116, and it will be immediately added to the bank’s published 
reserve fund, and the paid-up capital of the bank will then be £7,05u,000, 
the reserve fund £6,423,116, or a total of £13,473,116. 


AMALGAMATION WITH Braprorp Districr BANK 


Within the last few weeks the directors have had the opportunity of 
acquiring the business of the Bradford District Bank, which has a 
valuable connection in the West Riding of Yorkshire. The terms have 
already been mentioned in the Press, but I think 1 may with advan- 
tage state what they are. We have taken over the liabilities and assets 
of the Bradford District Bank, paying for them by an issue to the share- 
holders of that bank of 34,400 shares in this bank of £60 each £12 paid 
The business is a sound one, we had long contemplated extending to 
the West Riding, and the disposition of the Bradford Bank to amalgam 
ate with the National Provincial Bank gave us an opportunity to open 
in that district with a staff and connection of great value. The direc- 
tors of the Bradford Bank have agreed to assume the position of local 
directors of the National Provincial and Union Bank for the Bradford 
district, and Mr. A, E. Lewis, the general manager and a director of 
the Bradford Bank, comes to London as one of our joint general man- 
agers, and his experience of the Bradford district and his intimate 
acquaintance with all the business community there will be of consider- 
able service. 

BaNK AMALGAMATIONS AND Money Trust. 


Some time ago there was an outory against bank amalgamations, and 
fears were expressed that a great money trust might be formed with 
the object of squeezing the public. I am safe in saying that-such an 
idea never entered the mind of any bank director or bank manager. 
The Government, however, with the object of allaying public uneasiness, 
decided to appoint a committee to consider all amalgamation proposals. 
I have the honour to be a member of that committee, and I naturally 
feel myself precluded from making any public statemeny on the policy of 
bank amalgamations. Each case under the Government ruling has to 
be considered on its merits. But this I think I may say, that where 
amalgamations take place it would be positively suicidal for the amal- 
gamated institutions to curtail the assistance they have hitherto as 
separate concerns rendered to the public, and as far as my judgment 
goes this is not likely to occur. If it does the business of the banks 

* will be curtailed, diyidends will not be maintained, and these are the 
last things that either directors or managers desire. The public may 
therefore feel satisfied that though an amalgamation is sanctioned there 
is nothing in the shape of a money trust contemplated, and that none is 

ible so long as freedom of the subject exists in this country, which 
I hope will ‘be the case for many generations to come. 


ACCOMMODATION TO CUSTOMERS. 


* 


You sometimes see statements to the effect that the Joint Stock Banks 
are not sufficiently liberal in their advances to customers. The statements 
are made on imperfect. information. I say it here and now that we have 
never declined to assis, any constituent of the bank whose record was 
good in embarking on a legitimate enterprise. There is no shortage o1 
credit facilities in this country for men with sound propositions. We 
are not, however, di to finance wild cat schemes of adventurers 
who have nothing behind them. If we did so we should be betraying 
our trust not only to our shareholders, but to our depositors. In all 
our advances moderation invariably marks our terms. 

AppITION TO RESERVES. 

After referring to the German banking system and the Pension Fund, 
Lord Inchcape said :—You will notice a satisfactory feature in the 
accounts of the last year, in the shape of a further addition to the 
teserve fund of £500,000, and an addition to contingency fund of 
£100,000. In making these appropriations we are again building up the 
reserves which had been depleted in former years to provide for the 
heavy depreciation which had taken place in our securities. With the 
increasing amount of our deposits the Board consider it is essential to 
strengthen our reserves and in this matter too I have no doubt the 
shareholders will concur. 

PROSPECTS OF THE FUTURE. 

Looking into the future of the trade and financial position of this 
Country it is extremely difficult to make any reliable forecast. Prices 
of all commodities are high and there is a reluctance’ to manufacture 
&t the present level for stock, but the demands from abroad must be 

vy for some time to come to replenish the scarcity which exists 
ali over the world, and while we may expect eventually to see a lower 
level of values it must be some time before immediate requirements 
are satisfied. 

Excess Prorirs Dury. 


| . After referring to Government control of trade, and stating that the 
“President of the Board of Trade had assured him that “ = Fon effort 
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is being made to’ get rid of these hampering restrictions on trade,” the 
chairman continued : There cannot, however, be any real improvement 
so lung as the excess profits duty remains on its present level. Getting 
rid of permits and licences and certificates and affidavits amounts after 
all to no more than untying the hands of the business man. But the 
excess profits duty is a veritable millstone round his neck ; and no man 
with a millstone round his neck can meets unencumbered competitors 
on equal terms. I express no opinion as to whether it is financially 
possible to repeal it at once But unless this crushing handicap on 
efficient production is quickly and materially reduced and speedily 
abandoned altogether it is useless to expect British trade to bound 
forward or indeed to make any progress at all. Cabinet Ministers who 
know something of business like Mr. Bonar Law, have admitted this 
already. Two Government Committees within the last few days have 
suggested plans for modifying the tax. It is to be hoped therefore 
that Parliament and the Treasury will take the matter into their earliest 
consideration. No single measure, in my judgment, is more urgently 
vital to our industrial recovery than the removal or the speedy scaling 
down of the excess profits duty. 


FINANCIAL OUTLOOK 


As regards the financial future of these islands the outlook is not 
promising. It is ditticult to say what revenue will be required when 
things are squared up to meet the expenditure, together with the 
interest and sinking tund on the public debt, but a moderate estimate 
must be in the neighbourhood of 600 or 700 millions annually. The 
position can only be met by the most rigid economy, and | am afraid 
even with this we shall be under a heavy burden of taxation for many 
years to come. In the meantime in some quarters there seems to be 
a complete absence of any sense of proportion, and an idea exists that 
as we have been able to finance the war by borrowing we can go on 
financing all sorts of uneconomic schemes in the same way. If the 
british Government is to meet its obligations in the future as it has 
done in the past, if the country’s credit is to be maintained, we must 
live within our income and not on our capital. It is the same with 
a Government as with an individual, a private firm, or a company. 
The wealth of the country can only be built up by spending less than 
its income. The Government has no income outside that of the people. 
This, I am afraid, in many quarters is scarcely realised 


Starr or tHe Bank 

During the war 2,596 members of our staff have served with the 
colours. Many of them have been decorated; no less than 388 have 
laid down their lives for their country, while over 1,000 have been 
wounded. Demobilization is in progress, but has as yet made little 
headway so far as our staff is concerned. We have been fortunate 
enough to secure the assistance of 2,918 lady clerks. We are also 
mucn indebted to many retired officers who voluntarily resumed work, 
and to many of our staff who, notwithstanding that they were due 
for retirement, continue to give us their valuable services, A memorial 
service was held at St. Heien’s Church on 14th December, in memory 
of the men in the service of the bank who have fallen in the war. This 
was largely attended by their relatives and friends as well as by members 
of the staff. 

I beg to propose that the report and accounts be adopted. 

Mr. Maurice O. FitzGerald seconded the resolution, which was carried 
unanimously. 

Mr. F. C. Le Marchant proposed the re-election of the Right Hon 
Lord Inchcape, Colonel Sir Claude Laurie, Bt., Mr. E. A. Smith, and 
Mr. H. G. Devas as directors of the bank. 

Sir Felix Schuster, Bt.,-secended the motion, which was unanimously 
agreed to. 

Mr. Charles Gipps Hamilton was re-elected a director to fill the 
vacancy caused by the death of the Earl of Lichfield. 

On the motion of Mr, L. F. Harrison, seconded by Mr. J. 8. Adams, 
Sir William Barclay Peat (of Messrs. W. B. Peat and Co.) and Mr. 
Nicholas Edwin Waterhouse (of Messrs. Price, Waterhouse, and Co.) 
were reappointed auditors for the current year. 

An extraordinary general meeting was then held for the purpose of 
submitting for confirmation a resolution passed at the extraordinary 
general meeting held on 15th January last. 


Tue Proposev New Issue or Carrrat. 


The chairman said that at the meeting held on the 15th inst. the 
following resolution was passed: “That the capital of the company 
be increased to £51,000,000, divided into 40,000 shares of £75 each 
and 800,000 shares of £60 each, by the creation of 250,000 shares of £60 
each, ranking in all respects pari passu with the existing shares of the 
company.”’ That resolution did not require confirmation, but it was 
necessary to confirm the further resolution which was passed on that 
occasion—namely, ‘‘ That of the capital uncalled upon the 250,000 new 


the gum of £40 a share be not capable of being called up except in the 
event and for the purpose of the company being wound up.’ He now 
begged formally to move the confirmation of that resolution. 

Mr. FitzGerald seconded the motion, which was carried unanimously. 
A vote of thanks was proposed by Mr. J. A. Scrimgeour to Lord 
Inchcape for his able conduct in the chair, and seconded by Mr. Millar 
Wilkinson, and was passed with acclamation, 





shares of the company of £60 each created by, the foregoing resolution, . 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stupents’ Desatine Socrery.—At a meeting of the society, held 
on 28th January, 1919 (Mr. G. B. Willis in the chair), the subject 
for debate was that the case of Whételey (Limited) v. Hilt (1918, 2 
K. B. 808) was wrongly decided. Mr. H. G. Meyer opened in the 
affirmative. Mr. D. 8. Cornock seconded in the affirmative. Mr. 
A. R. N. Powys opened in the negative. Mr. J. F. Chadwick seconded 
in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. G. H 
Bower, R. P. Croom-Johnson, C. P. Blackwell, G. L. Wates and 
C. H. Morden. The motion was lost by eight votes. Messrs. C. W. 
Bower and C. B. Tuson were elected members of the committee. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Major DD Munray, C.M.G., K.C., M a 
Dean of the Faculty of Advocates on 3lst January, in succession to 
the Lord Advocate, Mr. Clyde, K.C., M.P., resigned. Major Murray 
was called to the Bar in 1889. Early in the war he devoted himself 
to National Service, becoming eventually Director for Scotland, 
National Service Department. He was returned to Parliament for 
Edinburgh, South, as a Coalition Unionist at the General Election. 

The Right Hon. Sir Gornpow Hewart, K.C., who has been Solicitor 
General, has been appointed His Majesty's Attorney-General. Sir 
Ernest Murray Pottock, K.C., has been appointed Solicitor-General. 


was unanimously elected 


_—_—— 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Business Changes. 


Gardner (Loxley & Gardner), of 80, Cheapside, 
London, E.C. 2, has taken into partnership his nephew, Mr. Pxuvip 
Murray Garpner. The practice will be carried on in future under the 
before, viz., Loxley & Gardner 


Mr. Charles 


Same name as 


Dissolution. 
Sypney JAMes ‘HLLis aml Norman Epwarp Ke ty, solicitors (Camp, 
Ellis & Kelly), of Watford, Herts ; Luton, Beds ; and 27, Lincoln's Inn 


fields, London. Jan. 22. 


(Gazette Jan. 21. 





General. 


The Lord Chancellor sat in the House of Lords for the transaction of 
judicial business for the first time on Wth January 


St. Helens Town Council has decided to purchase a large part of Sir 
David Gamble’s estate, known as Winalehurst, and to borrow £45,000 
to erect a garden city on it. Sir David's private residence is included 
in the sale, and will probably be used for a maternity home. 


Mr, Arthur Beltield, of Kensington Square-mansions, Kensington, W., 
solicitor, who died on 8th December, aged sixty-one, left estate of the 
gross value of £16,105, with net personalty £15,992. Among the 
bequests in his will is one of £5 to his hairdresser, Jessy. He directed 
his trustees ‘‘ to exercise discretion in enforcing payment from his clients, 
and if any doubt arise, if possible to give them the benefit of it. Many 
of his clients were his personal friends, and the trustees are not to press 
for accounts from those who could ill afford to pay, it having been his 
habit to make a note of all work done, but such notes are not to be 
taken as evidence that a charge would be made.” 


_ Lord Cave was at Richmond Town Hall last Saturday admitted the 
first honorary freeman of the borough. In returning thanks, he said 
that he felt quite at home in the town hall, the scene of his early work, 
the memories of which would abide with him as long as he lived. Local 
administrators were doing important work, which deserved more appre- 
ciation than they received They had lived to see the end of the war, 
and the part taken by the people made them feel proud. If the people 
only kept their heads, obeyed the law, and worked together in the future 
as in the past, then, and then only, would they reap the precious fruits 
of victory. , 


At a conference of asylum authorities at the Guildhall on Wednesday 
afternoon strong objection was taken to the use of such words as 
“‘lunatic,”’ “ lunacy,” “ asylum,’’ and “ pauper ” in the lunacy law. It 
was resolved to press for the deletion of the words objected to, and for a 
drastic reform of the lunacy law generally. Mr. Morgan Thomas, of 


Canliff, who presided, emphasized the importance of special mentai 
hospitals being established by local authorities for the treatment of 





incipient cases without applying the term “ lunacy.”” A resolution in 
that sense was adopted, and it was resolved to form a National Councii 
of the governing authorities of all institutions, public and private, for 
the treatment of the mentally afflicted in Eng and Wales. 


At West London Police Court on 3th January, says the Times, 
before Mr. Boyd, Ronald Brailey, fifty-five, described as a teacher of 
psychology, of St. Mark’s-road, North Kensington, was fined £10 and 
ordered to pay five guineas costs, for pretending to tell fortunes. Detec- 
tive-Sergeant Clarke said that when he arrested the defendant, Brailey 
said : “ I absolutely deny telling fortunes with intent to deceive,’ and 
as the witness was searching the house the defendant added, ‘‘ If you 
are looking for a crystal you won’t find it."’ Mr. Barker, prosecuting, 
said that two young women went to the house on the instructions of 
the police, and for a fee of 5s. were “ told the usual twaddle.”’ Mr. 
Pierron said that the defendant had got into touch with persons who 
studied what was known as occult science, and he had followed this up 
for some years as a means of adding to his income. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. ROTA. No. 1. VE. SARGART. 
Monday.. Feb. 10 Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Church Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... il loxam Synge Farmer Jolly 
Wednesday .. 12 Borrer Bloxam Jolly Synge 
Thursday at Goldschmidt Borrer Synge Bloxam 
Friday ........ 14 Leach Goldsebmidt Bloxam Borrer 
Saturday . bb Church Leach Borrer Goldschmidt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.0. 
Date ASTBURY. YounGgrER. PETERSON. LAWRENCE. 
Monday.. Feb. 10 Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Ploxam 
Taesday ..... 11 Church Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Wednesday .. 12 Farmer Charch Leach Goldschmidt 
Thursday .... 13 Jolly Farmer Church Leach 
Friday ........ 14 Synge Jolly Farmer Church 
Saturday .... 15 Bloxam Synge Jolly, Farmer 


—__— -— 


Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep in CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Fuipar, Jan. 2. 





Bank ov Eexrr, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 28, to nd 
their names and addresses, and the perticulars of their debts or claims, to 


H. Brougham, 33, Carey st, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK OCOOMPANIES, 
Limitep in CHANCERY. 
London Gaszette.—Tvusrspar, Jan. 28. 


Asmcrst. Rosinson & Co, Lrp. (In Votuntary Ligvuipation).—Creditors are re 
quired, on or before March 14, to send their names and addresses, and the 
marticulars of their debts or claims, to Nathaniel Duxbury, 27, Richmond ter, 
lackburn, liquidator. 

‘ BRoperick ” Sreamsair Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 23, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Sydney Thornhill Tracey, 34, Clemen's In, liquidator, 

Groner Jexnines Perron & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required forthwith to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, te 
Joseph Stephenson, Queen st, Peterborough, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuitep In CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, Jan. 31. 


Cart Zeiss (Lonpos), Lrp. (1 Liqutpation.)—Creditors are required, on or beforé 
Feb. 28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Louis H. Weatherley, George st., Mansion House, liquidator. 


Fvurco Gotp Srnpicate, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ernest Willie Lowe, Pinners Hall, Austin Friars, liquidator. 

Hamesuins Munitions, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 10, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, @ 
George Frederick Good, Portemouth Brewery, Potsmouth, liquidator. 

Rio Frvance Co., Lrp.—Creditors ate required, on or before March 12, to send 
their names and addresece, and the particulars of their debte or claims, tv ¥. 
Albrecht, 3, Raumford-pl., Liverpool, liquidator. 


Toop & Newman, Lrv.—Creditors are required, on or before March 1, to eend thet 
names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sturten & 
Sturton, 74, Great Tower«t., Solicitors for the liquidators, Paul William Tur 
juand and Herbert Sturton. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep in Cmancery. 
London Gazette —Tcespar, Feb. 4. 


Bes Lee Snare Co., Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before March 23, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joba 
Rae, liquidator. 
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Mower anp True Gavers, Lrp. (In Votuntanr Ligvipariow.)—Creditore are re 
quired, on or before F ‘ : 
ticulare of their debts or claime, to Mr. Reginald Hall Wilkinson, &, Queen 
Victoria-st., liquidator. 

Yacur Lavwprr, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Newman Bailey, 3, Potland-st., Southampton, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette —Frrmyr, Jan. 17 


Lune Steam Fishing Co, Ltd 
Nero Engine Co., Ltd 
Freshfield Steamship Co., Ltd 
Unikiaema, Ltd. 


Bushey Park Machine Works Co, Ltd 
R. Deplihez & Co, Ltd. 

Coventry Engineering Accessories Co, 
PeatCoke & Oil Syndicate, Ltd 


Ltd. Atulay Syndicate, Ltd 
Iris Cycle Co, Ltd. Fabricless Rubber Products, Ltd 
Broderick” Steamship Co, Ltd 
London Gazette.—Tcrspay, Jan. 21 


Josiah Street, Ltd 

Heaton & Byker People’s Hall, Ltd 
National Research Syndicate, Ltd. 
Ditton Vitriol Co, Ltd. 


Associated Motors, Ltd 
Peneiro Rubber Estates, Ltd. 
Eclipse Permanent Money Society. 
Bradford District Bank, Ltd. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 2. 

Co-operative Plate Words, Ltd Tourtel Adding Machine Syndicate, Ltd 
Robert Temple Manufacturing Co, Ltd. Exeter Munitions, Ltd 
Associated Omnibus Co, Ltd Beattie Jack & Co, Ltd. 
Macintosh Cable Co, Ltd. Rose & Crown Syndicate, Ltd 
Association of Liverpool Langstons Brothers, L 

Tailors, Ltd. Cacheuta Oil Syndicate, Ltd, 
Founding and Finance Agency, Ltd. 


Merchant 


London Gazette.—Tvrspar, Jan. 28. 


District Smallholders Turfontein Estate, Ltd. 

i Chilian Longitudinal Railway Construo- 
tion Co, Ltd. 

Organiser, Ltd. 

Newgete Street Property Trust, Ltd 


Tonbridge and 
and Allotments Society, Ltd. 

Woodgrange Estates, Ltd. 

North End Colliery Co, Ltd 

Money & Time Savers, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—-Frivar, Jan. 31. 


Cranes (Birmingham), Ltd. 
London Aviation Co., Ltd. 
Camelinat Stamping Co., Ltd. 
Pitte, Mathews & Co., Ltd. Varteg Deep Black Vein Collieries, Ltd 
8.P.A.R. Manufacturing Co., Ltd. J. H. Robins & Co., Ltd. 
Manufacturing Confeotioners’ Alliance, Arthur Capel & Co. (London), Ltd 
Capel & Co. (Newoastle and Hull), Ltd. 
— and General Contracts Co., 


Lodore Steamship Co., Ltd 
A. Flather & Sone, Ltd 


New Dunderland Co., Ltd. 


United Newspapers, Ltd. 
South Russian Tobacco Co., Ltd. ut 
Fraser & Chalmers, Ltd. Louis Weies & Co., Ltd. 


London Gazette.—Tunspar, Feb. 4. 

Knitto Underwear Co., Ltd. Perivale Explosives, Ltd, 
Majestic Theatres, Ltd. @. Beaton & Son, Ltd. 
Winecobank and Blackburn Liberal Club J. & 8. Rothwell, Ltd. 

Buildinge Co., Ltd. Eli, Ltd. 
Golding Steamship Co., Ltd. Aero Undertakings, Ltd 
Liansannor Steamship Co., Ltd. Kano Syndicate, Ltd. 
Wedmore Engineering Co., Ltd. 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—Ii is 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 


eb. 11, to send in their names and addresses, and par- | 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar or Ctar™. 


London Garette.—Fripar, Jan. 2. 
Brrse, Marta, Courtfield eds, Kensington. Feb. 26. Dickson v. Byrne, Astbury, J. 
Charles Adolphus Tackley, 10a, Orchard st, Portman eq 
Copr, Samvrt Frawx, Farnborough, Hents, Aviator. April 22. Green v. Cody, 
Younger, J. Stanley Jack Rubinstein, 5 and 6, Raymond bidgs, Gray's inn 
Carrxte Hewry Awytrorre Koran es Onzestxo (Czarnotrskt Grorpano, Duke of 
Oratino, Weybridg« March 11. Publ Tresteqmy Noetinger, Lawrence, J. 
R. O. Pearman, 18, Fleet st 
pe 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
~ . 
Last Day or Ctarm 
London Gazette.—Teramay, Jan. 28 
Asmar, Emtty, Leeds Feb. 28. Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
Barkter, Dr. Davin Gramam, Southfields, Surrey. Feb. 20. Spencer, Gibson & Son, 
3, Queen st 
Bows, The Rev. Greornae Herserr, Oxford. March 30. Morrell, Peel & Gamilen, 
Oxford 
Cmuapwicx, Ovip. Leeds. Carting Agent. Feb. 28. Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
| Ctarng, Eenest Epear, Exeter March 1. Cocks & Tucker, Exeter 
Civrron, Joun, Worthing. March 25. Verrall & Sons, Worthing 
Cummins, Patrick, Hove. March 15. Cushman & Cunningham, Brighton 
DeNHAM-Cookes, ARTHUR BROowNLOW Frinton-on-Sea, Essex March 6. Newton, 
Levett & Son, 3, Salters’ Hall ct 
Dernwitn, Epwarp Ciaupse Enotanp, Plymouth. Feb. 15. Prance & Prance, Ply- 
mouth 
| Dicxsow, Haventon,Mumford ct., Linen Merchant. March 7. Richard C, Me 
Poulter, 7l4, Queen Victoria st 
| Dopstrry, Ewwanvet, Nottingham. March 25. Clifton, Woodward & Smith, Not- 


very essential that all | 


Pro- | 


2%, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C.2, the well-known valuers and | 


chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, a 
speciality. 


tingham 


Forays, THomas, Winton, nr. Manchester. Feb. 28. W. La Coste Bowden, Man- 


chester 
Manchester 
Elder & Co., 10, 


Manchester. March 12 
Lang, Egerton 


Cunliffe, Greg & Co 
March 1. Mayo, 


FORSYTH, ALEXANDER, 
Fox, Gromer, SackviIliz 
Drapers’ gdns 


rdns 


Gore or Brampron, The Right Hon. Many Hempston, Baroness, Campden Hill ct 


Feb. 24. Bird & Bird, 5, Gray's inn sq 
| Gramam, Henry Howorave, Sevenoaks, Feb. 24. Bird & Bird, 5, Gray's inn sq 
Garnpiner, Brock Husert Joun, Mount Adon pk., Lordship In. March 1. @. EB. M 
Skues, 34, Essex st 
Grove, Hewny Lastre, Lingfeld rd, Wimbledon. Feb. 25. Powell Rogers & 
Merrick, 17, Essex at. 
Ham, Soruta Wiotsy, Oxford. Feb. 28. Hazel & Baines, Oxferd 
Hawge, Witttam, Crowhurst, Surrey, Farmer. March 1. J. F. W. Wheeler, Oxted, 
Surrey 
Hensert, Rossrt Atrrep, Leeds, Butcher. Feb. 28. Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
Jackson, Roserr Wiittam, Didsbury, Timber Merchant. Feb. 28. J. R. H. Cottrill, 
Manchester 
Jacons, Anrnuve Liowst, Euston rd., Solicitor. March 7. Richard C. McC. Poulter, 
71a, Queen Victoria st 
Jay, Ametta, Worthing. Feb. 28. Taylor, Willeocks & Co., 218, Strand 
Ketterr, Taomas, Leeds. Feb. B. Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 
Kenpatt, Atice Lrey, Markhouse mi.. Walthamstow March 31 Preetons, 
Stratford 
LLorp, Davip, Cardiff, Chemist. Feb. 2. J. T. Richards, Cardiff 
Mar, Froresce Extzasera, Kingston-on-Thames. March 1. Jackson Gabb, Droit 
wich 
Mrerns, THropore Watter, Manhattan, New York, U.S.A. Feb. 28. Coward & 


| 


, Panker, James, Cummersdale, Cumberland, Farmer 


Hawksley, Sona & Chance, 30, Mincing In. 


March 1 Mounsey, Bowman 


& Graham, Carlisle 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, Ltr. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 





THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 





LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


For Further Information, write: 








SPECIALISTS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases 
Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel,|will be sent Jon application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
and Mortgages of 
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Prowp, Atice AxDersow, South Shields. March 1. George Scott, South Shields. 
Rosivsox, James, Tynemouth. Feb. 25. Brown & Holliday, North Shields. 
Surra, Aveney Fatren, York mans., Battersea pk. March 7. Trinder, Capron & 
Co., 154, Leadenhall «t 
Sreraecysox, Jane Hooarrn 
Bhields 
Breatroxen, Ettew Caroline 
Co., King at 
fvxes, Riemann, Stourbridge 
Cradley Heath, Staffs 
Tatsor, Emity Cmartorre, 3 
Lincoln's inn fields 
Watrr, Groner Avovstvs Paitirrs, 
Simmons, 18, Finch In 
Warner, Atrnen Eayrer, evedon 
inn #q 7’ 
Weaner, Mrs. Euttr, Horley, 8: 
Werwerery, Micmaet, New st., Co 
Bishopsgate 
Wormatp, Harry Linaarp, Manchest 
Hill, Manchester 
The Rev. Antare Bovacaies, Torquay 
St. Swithin’s In 


Monkseaton. Feb. 25. Brown & Holliday, North 


Vortns, Paignton, Devon. March 15. Van Sandau & 


Chain Manufacturer. March 1. George Williams, 


Feb. 28. May, How & Chilver, 30 


Cavendish aq 


Ashley gdns., Westminster. Feb. 2%. Simmons 


Somerset. Feb. 2. Bird & Bird, 5, Gray's 


Morrisons & Nightingale, Reigate. 


March 12. Windsor 


Feb. 28 


vent Garden 


rrey 


r, Licensed Victualler. Feb. 28. William T. 


Waer Feb. 25. Griffith & Gardiner, 10, 


Farpar, Jan. 3! 
Mareh 3 


London Gazette 
Awpensow, Grace Jessin Vioter, Southsea, Hants Bartlett & Gregory, 
6, New-square, Lincoln's Inn 
BaGcoattay, Roserr, Fenchurchet., Consulting 
Peokham, Washington Fox & Hatten, 17, 
Joun Atsert Enwarp, Hartland-td., Kilburn 
& Leefe, Bank-chmbre., 42, High-rd., Kilburn 
BLackstoner, Carnentne, Elseworthy-rd., Hampetead 
Salters’ Hall-court, Cannon-st 
Rockixe, Hensert Hoon, Sheffield. March 10 
Rowen, Tuomas, Burslem, Staffs. Maroh 17 
Heenr, Yvowne Racer Anw Hetenwa Dater, Albert Brid 
Arthur Tyler, 1, Garden-oourt, Temple 
Bropvrick Aurrep Cumerntanp, Hamlet Gardens-mansione, 
Maroh 1. Savage, Cooper & Everett, 37, Chancery-lane 
Baowns, Marr ANN, Me rt Derby. Feb. BR. Dewes & 
Zouch 
rrerss, Emir 
Salop 
Bory, Eowarnp, Blackpa Feb. 14. Hugh Butoher, Bla« 
CHATFIELD, Mavp, Southport. March 10. Van Sommer & 
Strand 
Littan Canotine Groretna, W 
Torquay , 
Crams, Lucy, Minehead, Somersct 
21, Cannonet 
CurTnsert, James Fonrses, 
Simpson Manchester 
Ricmarp Boxat, Bromley 
Bromley, Kent 
CHaries TURRELI 
Lowestoft 
Deakin, THomas, Cann 
Son, Walsall 
Dence, Tomas, Boscom! 
ha!l-et 
Drxow, Estuer, Cleator, Cumberland 
Dixon, Witttim, Bicrige, Cumberland 
eon, Whitehaven 
Doncan, Mary Lovisa, Hove 
fren, Crantes, Enfield Wash 
Eperrtow, Harry, Southfeld-rd 
Hambling, Barolaye Bank L 
Facorrter, James, Brookwood Surrey 
Farr, James, Abbevdore, Hereford, 
Pontrilas lire 
FAULKNER, ALICE : wto »bo Fe 
Abbot 
Friuron, Witt ngston-up 
GASKIN, FREDERICK, rerpool, 
Liverpool 
Hatnsworta, Jonn Ctankr, Bradford 
Hatterr, Jawes, New South Wales, Australia 
10, Serjeants’-inn, Temple 
Hamicron, Henny, Sandeate, Kent, Author. March 21. Fred 
Harvey, Aprtatpr, Leighton Buzzard. Feb. 18. Cecil C 
Buzzard 
Hares, Jamrs, Willesden, Middlesex, Ship« 
Bone & Chance, 30, Mincing-lane 
Hranne, Ivy, Lancaster-gate, Hyde Park. March 7. James Potter, Matlock 
Hentor, Major-General Mackay ANDRew Henrsernt James, Campden Hill-gardens, 
Kensineton. March 17. Arthur Tyler, 1. Garden-court, Temple 
Hitter, Witntam Davrp, Manchester. Maroh 15. Ernest Farrington, Manchester 
Howkins, Freperice Sranwer, Rugby, Northampton, Farmer. March 2. Geo. V 
Seabroke & Son. Rugby 
Jackson, Atrce, Sheffield. March 31 
Jacksow, Harnown Anoavs, Blackburn, 
Manchester 
Keenan, MARTIN 
Banbury 
LAN@AM, THOwmsas Witttam, 
Chel meford 
Levwanp, Sir Thomas Barrerr, Brivhtor 
Strand 
Lerurrre, Lieutenant Colonel 
22. Chanecery-lane 
Loweronp, Fraxcts CHartes, 
cock, Shipston-on-Stour 
Lovers, Artaer Cuiamritr, Moretonhampetead 
Michelmore & Co.. Newton Abbot 
MoGucetm, Lrowet Crarpe, and ARcHIBLp 
Sime, 214. Bishonegate-st 
MAREBAM, Sir Atsent Hastives, K.C B. Queen's Gate place, Kensington 
Pontifex, Pitt & Co.. 16, St. Andrew-st., Holborn-cireus. 
Mascatt, Gronar, Birmingham. Feb. %. R. L, Holt, Birmingham. 
Mitcnett. Awperw, Barking, Eesex. March 10. Pearce & Nicholle, 12, 


Lincoln's Ino 
Mrtion, Matrarw, Feb. 14. Ghallinore & Shaw, Leck 


Engineer. March 14. Maitland, 


Knight Rider-st 


Berr Maroh 1. Sidney Smith, Son 


Merch |. Miller & Smiths, 3, 


Bingley & Dyson, Sheffield 
Frank Collie, Stoke-uwpon-Trent 
ge-rd., Battersea. March 17 


Park. 


Ravenscourt 


Musson, Ashby-de-la 


Gract, Newport, Salop. March 1. Lidd . I Newport, 


k pool 


Chilleott, 9, Arundel-st 


Chay, oolacombe, Devon. Feb. 38. Hooper & Wollen, 


Maroh 1. Mackrell, Maton, Godlee & Quincey, 


Manchester, Credit Draper March 6. ©. H. Simpson & 


Dare, Kent, Labourer March 10 John H. Hodge, 


Dar, Lowestoft, Boatowner March 1. Johneon & Nicholson, 


Staffle, Bex Keeper. March 25. Enoch Evans & 


rhousc 


Hante March 15. Harold G. Morrish, 62/3, Basing 


Whitehaven 
Thomy 


Feb. 2. J.R 


Thompson, 
Mining Eng J 


neer Feb. 28. R 


Stuckey, Pope & Carr, Brighton 
Charles Romer, 20, Bucklersburyr. 
Bedford Park March 8. Durrant, Cooper & 
mited, 54, Lombard-st 
March 3 R. Henry 
Farmer Feb. B 


Feb. 17 
March 17 
Mellieh, Godalming 
Stephen W. Watkine, 
b. 28. Harold Michelmore & Co., 


Newton 


Middlemise & Pearce, Hull 
Matthew Jones & Lam) 


March 2 


March 3 


nm Hull 
Contractor 


Bradford 
Goddard & C 


March 4 
March & 


James Freeman, 
Theodore 


ric Hall 
Roberts, 


Folkestone 
Leighton 
March 1 Hawkaley, 


wher Coward & 


Wake & Sone 
Merchant 


Sheffield 


Mareh 15 Prnest 


Farrington, 


Jostra, Farnham, Surrey March B Fairfax & Barfield 


Rayne, Essex, Dairyman. March 1. Stamp W. Wortley, 


March 10. Western & Sons. 35 Eesex-st 


Hexny James, Colchosts Feb. 28. Boxall & Boxall 


Stratford-on-Avon, Farmer. Feb. 28. Fred. C. Hen 


Land Agent Feb. 28 Harold 


Mo@vcaiw. Sheerness. Feb. ® H. A 


March 1 


New-court, 


Letk, Nurseryman 


& Brown, 228,° 





——, Kate Bearnice, Lancaster-gate. March 31. Oharles Stevens & Drayton, 
, Bond-court, Walbrook. ; 
sicamanene Atrrep, Shepshed, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. March 15. Cliffords, 

Loughborough. 
Outrven, Many Evrzaserm, Horley. Surrey. Feb. 28. Blyth, Dutton, Hartley & 
Blyth, 112. Gresham-house, Old Broad-st 
Pearce, Rosert Henry, Siddone-rd., Forest Hill, Ineurance Clerk. March 3. Mason 
& Co., Kingwegate House, 115, High Holborn. 
Porrer, AxN, Stockport. Feb. 2. Barrow, Smith & Macfie, Manchester. 
Porter, WItLtam James, Torpoint, Cornwall, Builder. Feb. 28. Albert Gard & Co,, 
Devonport 
Rostxson, Carottne, Nightingale-lane, Balham 
Rotts, Epwarp, Lambeth-walk, Lambeth, 
Williams & Co., 33, St. Swithin's-lane. 
Repvpre, Eww, Preston. Feb. 28. J. R. Thompson, Whitehaven. ; 
Rerr, Joserx Naruen. Chelmsford, Painter. March 1. Stamp W. Wortley, Chelms 
ford 
Rvsm worrs, 
Satt, Grorar 
Sacwpoers, Harry, 
Reading 
Surrn, Ettey, Sheffield. March 3. Smith, 
Smaw, Groner Freeway, Shalford, Surrey. 
Serieante’-inn, Temple 
James Warten, Bushey Heath, 
5, Coleman-st 
Sotomox Witrrep Dantet, 
14, Bloomebury-sq. 
Squires, Mary ANN PRISCILIA, 
T. L. Wileon & Co., 5, Victoria-st.. 
Stewart, Isanctta, Beaufort-mansions, Ohelsea 
Stone-bldge., Lincoln's Inn. 
Stock, Ametta, Weston-super-Mare. March 31 
Townprow, CHantes Warpocs, Spencer-t., 
Tippetts, Crawley, Sussex. 
Tction, Arture Rosretsoy, Shepperton, 
Lee & Eddis, 4. Queen Victoria-«t. 
Toryven, Emma, Halifax. Feb. 10. Hirst, Whitley & Akeroyd, Halifax. 
Utimen, Caruentee Teresa, Stoke-upon-Trent. Feb. 28. G. H. T. Foster, Malvern 
Urwity, Tomas Huppirstone, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dentist. Feb. 28. Anthony 
Horbottle, Newcaetle-upon-Tvne. 
Tuomas Roserr, Worthen, Salop, 
bury 
Jesvsa Newton, Lexham-gardens, 
Eve, 3, Salters’ Hallcourt. . 
James Wiitiam, Bury, Lancs. 
Sanam Resecea, York. March 20 


B. Bunker, Hove 
March 12. Warwick 


March 14. 
Fruiterer 


March 17. Butcher & Barlow, Bury 
Hinckley & Brown, Lichfield. 
March & HA. & C. Collins 


Lanca. 
March 25. 
Boat-builder. 


Lytham, 
Staffs. 
Berks, 


Witt, 
Lichfield, 
Streatley, 


Smith & Fielding, Sheffield. 
March 8. Theodore Goddard & Co., 10, 


Smith. Ineurance Broker. March 8. Waller & Co., 


Delamere-terr., Paddington. March 15. Emmet & Co., 


Breakspears-rd.. St. John’e, Deptford. March 7. 


West minster 

March 1. Heath & Hamilton, 4 
Meade-King, Cooke & Co., Bristol 

Canonbury. March 1. Arthur 8. 


Middlesex. March 14. Sanderson, Adkin, 


Watt, Farmer. Feb. 17. G. H. Morgan, Shrews- 


Warp Kensington. Feb. 28. Francis Howse & 


March |! 
John R. 


J. Hislop & Son, Manchester 
Wood, York. 


Woop 
Woop 


Feb. 4 
Knocker, 


London Gazette.—TveEspar, 


Bevan, Chevening, Kent. March 25 Knocker & Co., 
Sevenoaks. 

Bevay, Maopaten Frances, Chevening, Kent 
Sevenoaks. 

Bissect, Ettzaseta Roeper, Wolverhampton 
‘lewker, Wolverhampton. 

Berton, Bensamin, Streatham. 

Capoocan, Hon. ARnruur Cuantes Lewrty, Ryder-st., 
Pembertons, 44, Lincoln's Inn-fields. 

Cocxsnorr, Henry, Romford. March 1. 

Comrort, Hannan Marr, Seaford, Sussex. 

Deacon, Victron Freperick, Gracechurch-t. 
Balmer, 11, Bedford-row. 

Dexsory, James Ciark, Leeds. March 21. 

Dyke, Atrrep Lronarp, Southgate-rd., Islington, 

Svrett & Sons, 45, Finsbury-pavement. 

Emma, Southgate-rd., Islington, Licensed 

Sons, 45, Finsbury-pavement 

Grayson, Marnoanet Anne, Godalming 
Lincoln's Inn-fields. 

Hewren, Onakitrs, Manchester. Maroh 1. 
chester. 

Jxcos, Wittram Hieerns, Portedown-rd., 
Moon, 2%, Bloomebury-46q 

Jomywson, Cartes, Northflect, Kent, Beer Retailer 

Rochester. 

WituMm Herserr, 

Plymouth. 

Kixostow, Joux, Old Basford, 
Bramley, Nottingham 

LAwRence. Tuomas, Cockermouth 
mouth. 

Loox, James, Birmingham, Farmer 

Macpovreatt, Ettey, Richmond, Surrey. 
clough, 24, Austin-friars 

Manswats, Groner, Thorpe-leSoken, Essex. March 15. F. 8. Collinge, Colohester 

Maynery, Samvet T#omas, Smethwick. Feb. %. Frank Chapman, Smethwick. 

Mrtrow, Frepericae Toomas, Bildeston, Suffolk. March 1. Grimwade & Son, Had 
leigh. 4 

Pres, Hvoom Freperrex, Enfickd, Midd'x, Dentist 
bairn, Edmonton. 

Perrose, Maior Cravpr Quarite Lewis, R.F.A 

|. T. Close, Camberley 

Jouw Cuantes, Wakefield-rd., New Southgate, Bookeelier 
son & Morriss, 40 and 42, Queen Victoria-«t 

Rexyeut, Many Exizaserg, Egerton-pl., Kensington. March 25 
Essex-st., Strand. 

Sriwarp, Atrred, Bournemouth. March 25 
Surra. Revd. Wieumam James, Crawley Rectory, near Winchester. 
WooMridce & Son, Winchester. 
Stanrietyp, Atrren Witttam, Nottinghem, March 

Green, Nottingham 
Stripe. Grorer, Aston, 

Birmingham 
THorer, Hanorp. Leeda. March 10 
Tairrow, Sir OCmantes Frweesr. Bart., 

son & Co., 22. College-hill. 
Trion, Writtsm Borverr, Stamford-hill. Mareh 3. 


Saltere’ Hall-court. 
March 8. E. Irwin Miller, 


Ware, Frawg, Walsall, Engineer. 
Wretrams, Cartes Attows, Eaethourne. Maroh 10. R. CO. eet en ae 4, m atent. row. 


Anruvre Tatsor, 
March 25. Knocker, Knooker & Co, 


Skardon Wearing 


Blackfriars-rd 
Feb. 28. Lee & 


March 7. 


March 2%. Burton & Son, 
St. James’. 


Moon, Gilks & Moon, 24, Bloomsbury-sq 


March 1. Cuth. Hayles, Rye, Sussex 
April 8. Church, Adams, Prior & 


J. B. Brooke & Dyer, Leeds. 


Licensed Victualler. Mareh 15. 


Victualler. March 15. Syrett & 


DyYxr 
Preston & Lyttelton, % 
& Boutflower, 
Moon, Gilks & 


March 31 Stow, 


Withington, Petty Man- 
Vale 


March 8. Basset and Boucher, 


Maida March 1. 


Merch 15 W. L. Munday, 


March 8 L 


Foreman. 


Licensed Victualier. 


Kent, Leeds, Factory 


Nottingham, 


March 10. Hayton, Simpson & Fisher, Cocker- 
March 3. Frank Chapman; Smethwick 
March 6. Budd, Johnson, Jecks & Col- 


March 3. Avery, Son & Fair 


Frimley Green, Surrey. March 3. 


Reep, March 15. David 


Park Nelson & Co., 


Burton & Son, Blackfrieare-rd 
March 14. C 


Barrister-at-Law. . 2 im 


Warwick, Brewer. March 1. James, Barton & Kentieh, 
G. Rissell, Manchester 


March 31. Janson, 


Francis Howee & Eve, 3, 


Thos 
Cadogan €q 


Cobb, Pear- 














